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Olt&.P!D I 

IHRODUOTOBY: GD.IIU.L STATEMEll'T 01 THB PROBLlDt. 

One of the three objects specified in Section 1838 

of the Ohio General Ooda, Whiah act established the Ohio Board 

of A.4111iniatration*, is "To promote the stud;y of' the causes 

of dependeno7 and clelinqueno7, and of' mental, moral and ph;ye-

ioal def'eote, with a View to oure and ultimate prevention". 

Section 1841-8 atatee that this same Board "shall provide 

and maintain a "bureau of' juvenile re search", and shall em-

plo;y competent persons to have charge of such bureau and to 

conduct investigations" • 

.t.s to the specific function of' this Bureau, thia 

is stated in Section 1841-3. This eection provides that The 
Ohio Board of Administration may assign the children oommitted 

to its guardianship to the Bureau of' Juvenile Research for 

the purpoae of' mental, ph;ysioal and other examination, inqui17 

or treatment for such period of' time as the Board II.BJ' deem 

neoeeeaJ7. This section fa.rther provides that the Board m;y 

transfer an;v minor in its ousto41' to the Bureau for 
I 

observa-

tion, treatment and so on. 

Under t~is same Board of Administration funotions 

the Ohio Board of State Charities. One of the c:J:u.ties of' thie 

• Under the reorganization brought about by Governor Harry L. 
Davis, the Ohio Board of Administration became the Depart-
ment of' Public Welfare, and the Ohio Board of State Charities 
became the Division of Charities. In the :future chapters of 
this study, when nention is made of either of these organi-
tations, reference will be made by the reorganization "name. 



agenc7 as prescribed in Section 1362-3 is to receive as its 

wards such dependent or neglected minors as ma.7 be committed 

to it by the Juvenile Court or other agencies, allowed 'bJ' 
law to receive indigent children. The Board of State rlOhari-

tiea then becomes responsible for the placement, maintainance, 

and care of the ee children. 

As a functional unit of the Ohio Board of •dminietra-

tion, the Bureau of Juvenile Research very early after its 

establiab.ment. began to examine those children that had come 

to the attention of the authorities of the Ohio Board of State 

Charities. ~he general purpo ae of euoh examination was to 

lent what assistance was possible in the different type e of 

placement problems with which the Ohio Boa:rd of State Ohari-

tiea was con:fron ted. In the majority of oases the examination 

consisted of an 1nd1Vidual psychologicaJ. study. In  

where specific problems were involved, the ohild was resident 

at the Bureau for a period of from ten days to two weeks, 

so that observation was added to the psychologioal stu~. 

Of course when possible the payohologioal stu4y was 

synthesized with family history, developmental hist.ory, medical 

findings, etc., but this was not at all times obtainable at 

the time the separate studies were beiDg mde, so that the 

major emphasis in each case was usually from the standpoint of 

the psychological. examination. 

In the period of time between the early examinations 

and the time at which this study was made several hundred oases 



had been examim4 at the Bureau. It is to be regretted that 

1n the program of handling dependent children the Bureau and 

the Ohio Board of state Charities were not in closer touch 

with each other, so that follow-up work could be done on each 

case, and results of the psychological examination checked 

against the actual experience w1 th the wards of the Ohio Board 

of State Charities under placement. The Bureau of Juvenile 

Research and the Ohio Board of State Charities functioned aa 

separate unite of ~he Ohio Board of Administration without 

Tery close coordination of work. Undoubtedly, if these agen-

oiea had been able to function more cooperatively, much could 

have been ascertained with regard to the factors that are in-

volved in the successful placement of dependent children. As 

it is, working more or less independently of each other, the 

· JDBthods ha.Te been hit or miss on the part of both agencies, 

and while each agency has been able to aocumulate a large 

boc)y of information, this information has not been correlated 

1n aJ\7' way. 

The pre sent stuq is undertaken for the purpo ee of 

correlating the facts and observations made in the psychological 

study of dependent children, with the facts of the child's 

•ubaequant behavior under placement. 

It is hoped that by approaching the problem from 

this angle that it will be possible to work out a syndrome of 

factors, psychologic~l, social, and others, which will deter-

mine whether or not, given other things equal, a dependent 



ohild can be suocessfully placed. In other words, the pres-

ent study purposrts to ascertain whether there are specific 

factors that will determine whether a child who becomes a 
dependent ward of the State can be placed or should have 

other types of care, as institutional, penal and so forth. 

BIBLIOGBA.PHY 

1. !hroakmorton, A. R. General Code of' the State of 
Ohio, 1921. 
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OHA..PDB II 

GBBERAL DISCUSSION 0~ DEPENDENCY AS A SOCIAL PROBLEM*. 

As used in the present chapter the term "4epend-

enc7" ia applied in a very general sense. .Jor our pn,sent 

purposes n may use the definition propounded b7 Henderson( 1) 

that dependents are "those who, from any oauee, e:xist b7 

means suppli•d by the voluntary aots of the ooJDD1tU1it71 by 

gifts from public h.nde or private souroea." This definition 

would imply not only the dependent as uaad in the apeoifio, 

teohnioal sense, but would also embofl1" oases of povert7 and 

pauperism. To draw a cleavage line between the oategoriea, 

poverty, pauperism and dependenoy ie e:xoeedingly difficult. 

In a sense all are dependents, and yet the terms as ueed 

eeparate}¥ have aoquired certain teohnioal oonnotationa. 

Botwithetandi:ng this oonfueion of terms, the factors baeio 

in the oauses of these problems are very intirnateil.7 related 

and no one oategor, oan be dieousaed independently of the 

other. 

Later in our study we will differentiate on the 

basis of our data, the apeoifio claasifioation of dependeno7 

with whioh we are dealing. 

• The writer is indebted to Dr. John L. Gillin's recent book 
''PovertJ' and Dependency" for a large amunt of the material 
in this ohapter. It is used with some modifioation. 
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INTRODUOTIOJI. 

With the change from tribal to .oivil form of 

society came the urgency to individualism. As long aa 

eociet7 was a group ot blood relatives, a spirit of commun-

i• prevailed. Inti vidual capacity was used for the advan-

tage of all members, while indiVi dual 1.ncapaoity, if it was 

not ruthlessly eliminated Eilared in the welfare of all. 

Group aolidarity and mutual aid were necessary to survive 

in oontliot with unconquered Nature and hostile groups. 

Wealth was largely the :truits of Nature which the individual 

had not learned to appropriate to himaelf. 

Several factors, however, arose that disrupted this 

state of affairs. Population increased, media of exchange 

were invented, growth in needs to be satisfied took plaoe, 

animals beoame domesticated and were appropriated to indivi-

dual, family and small group usage, agriculture developed 

with a oonseq1JSnt demand tor fertile land, prestige grew 

and certain scarce articles were appropriated by individuals 

for purposes of social distinction, all of which with a oon-

eequsnt growth of oomnaroial and other forms of communication 

brought about a strain upon old tribal relationships, whioh 

in the oo urse of time broke them down and introduced a form 

of social organization entirely different from the homogene-

ity of the tribe. 

Heme, class distinctions developed. Control of 



both lu:x:uriea and neoessitiea oac1e appearance. On the one 

han4 there were those who were individually wealthy; on 

the other, arose individual poverty. 

One might even state that the process was one of 

survival of the fit. Whereas, under the tribal organization 

the social flotsam had been either provided for or eliminated 

after the disruption of the tribal sooiety, with the previous-

ly mentioned ul'genoy upon individualism, those who were mdi-

vidual ineapacitatea beoame a social problem. Henoe, we 

have what is known by_ varying terms as, poverty, pauperism, 

or depenclenoy. 
Briefly then, such social phenomena are the results 

of a growingly complex oivili&ation. As long as group own-

ership and interest prevailed there were no problems. Oiwil 

organization oalls for greater individual adjustment, res-

ponsibility and initiative. Those who were so lacking in 

oapaoit7 oould .not survive am as a result became, with 

maturing civilization, social dependents. \Yb.at had been the 

property of the group was exploitad for the advantage of 

the few. Une qua.l oapaoity meant inequalit7 or absence of 

ability to aeoumulate individual wealth. Economic inequal-

ities developed. With the individual ownership of property 

oam a break-down of' the common responsibility for the wel-

fare of the group as a whole. 



J.PPROA.OH TO THE PROBLEN OJ DEPUD.IBOY. 

Ristorioally there are four methods of approach 

to the problem of dependency. We may term these, (1) S;vm-

pathetic motive, (2) religious motive, (3) political 

motive, and (4) the sooial motive. 

The sympathetic motive in the effort to alleviate 

conditions of distress in the social group was palpably crude 
In every group there were the thoughtful, and these endeav-

ored to formulate a theory as to the proper method of treating 

the poor. In every eooiety distress evoked response from 
certain sympathetio individuals. This reaction toward the 

distressed had no speoifio organization or rationale, yet 

it served to me•t the 1IDD8 diate needs of the unfortunate. 

Primitive man was very devout in matters of reli-

gion. It was an easy step from the eympathetio motive to 

the religious motive in relieving dietrees and misfortune. 

To please God was the a priori assumption of the primitive 

religious man. And since the sympathetic motive was an 

impulae to help, religion readily annexed the relief of 

poverty to its realm, and charity became an act well 

pleasing to God. 

As soon as eooiety had developed to the point 

where the favor of the individual was sought, opportunity 

arose for the crafty politician to win favor by means of 



largesses to the neec11'. In the decadent days of Rome this 

took the form of oorn and games. With the ward politician 

it takes the form of Thanksgiving turkeys and gifts in 

time of need to faithful follo'118rs. Thus, the political 

motive arose. The political motive corrupted the found§-

tions of demoora.oy. 

None of the motives for relief of distress which 

have been pmviously IISntioned tended to bring an adequate 

solution to the problem. By indisorimina.te giving the 

individual was not made independent, but rather when aid 

a.aw.med the nature of almsgiving both the individual and 

society were demoralized. Henoe, to prevent demoralization, 

to promote independence and general welfare the social 

motive in aid for the needy arose. The sympathetic motive 

had served well its purpose in which giver and recipient 

were well known to ea.ah other, and connected by either 

blood-ties or long fellowship in the community, but it 

worked in a derogatory maru:er to those whose oircumstanoes 

and history were unknovm. It produced the phenomena of 

confirmed mendicancy. Where the oiroumstanoes and history 

of the individual were unknown it was difficult to distin-

guish between those aotua11y distressed and the impostor. 

Kendicanoy was sanctified under the religious motive for 

thoa,e who wished to do penance for sin. 

Each of these motives had failed in turn to curb 

or prevent pauperism, poverty and other social problems. 
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It was with the hope that, wherein other motives bad failed, 

the social motive would eucoeed, that this latter movement 

had its rise. 

The problem of powrty, pauperism arid dependency 

is approached in these modern dqs by the investigational 

method. Effort ie made, not on1y to help immediate needs, 

but to ascertain causes of these phenomena with View to 

ultimate prevention. Something of the seeming futility of 

this, at least as ameliorative programs are now directed, 

will be shown in later portions of this study. Intelligent-

ly direotel effort to alleViate dependency must carry with 

it the idea of ascertaining end fathoming the antecedents 

of this phenomenon. In this way and only this oan the 

individual be given a true sense of social responsibility. 

JIXPLABA.TIOBS DD 00.NDITIOBS OF DEP.DDEBOY. 

We have reviewed in an introductory wa:y the changes 

in the social organizations which have given to us the social 

phenomenon of dependency. Also we have reviewed the ll8thoda 

of appmach in the solution of the problem. It is impowaible 

within the limits of the present study to review all expla-

nations in detail. What we shall try to do is to anticipate. 

those factors, in a very general way, that are ap1opos to 

the present study. Ristorioalq, there are some explanations 

which bear some resemblanoe to the efforts made by certain 

groups even in this modern day. 

Primitiva man was eesantiall7 a religious being. 

Batu.re to him was animistic. Re must court the favor of 
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Bature. At one time Bature was choleric, at other tirnea 
benefioient. Hence. if' when the individual or the group 

suffered this Deity was displeased. It was most natural that 

this explanation should oarry over as an explanation of 

dependency or other social problems. Hebrew literature ia 

eepeoially oharacterizea by the religious explanation. How-

ever, the later writ:lngs of' the Prophets show tl'lt they- saw 

poverty- as a social injustice. Even though present dai1' 
explanations are more refined there is still extant the be-

lief that sin or unworthiness is the oauae of poV&rty-. How-

ever, with the birth of' natural science, there has been ~n 

effort to oonneot sin with some violation of natural law. On 

the other hand, social injustice as an explanation haa 

developed with the evolution of sooiety. 

J.side from the religious explanation of dependeno7 

there arose very early a quaei..:hered1tar7 theory-. It is 

possible that noDBdio shepherds had 1n a crude W&1' become 

familiar with certain laws of' heredity, so that it was known 

that oharaoteristios were transmitted. .A.gain.._ we find ref-
erence to the faot that, "the sins of' the father are visited 

upon the children even to the third and fourth generation." 

With the development of modern science and the scientific 

theory of 1Bredi ty a new impetus was given to the doctrine 

that explains poverty on the basis of 1nheritanoe. Defeats 

were inherited and defects were the cause of pov;erty. Thus. 
Herbert Spenoer believed that.the poor should be left alone. 
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In the struggle f'or existence the weak would be eliminated 

while the strong would perpetuate themselves. Spencer assumed 

that the weak were hereditaril7 so, and the only solution 

f'or them was elimination. Jlodern theories of' heredit7 do 

not maintain that poTerty speoif'ioally is inherited, but 

emphasis is placed upon thCEe oharaoteristics that tend to 

produce poverty. While there is little doubt that inheri-

tanoe does play an important role as an explanation of 

poverty it is exceedingly f'ar-f'etohed to asori be tj'lia aa 

the onl:, reason f'or the existence of au.oh a social phenomenon 

In the last fifty years the problem of powrt:, haa 

been attacked f'rom many different standpoints. Gillin ( 2) 

has reviewed these and listed them briefly uncJer the two dif-

ferent heads as, explanations of poV8rt7 on the basis of 

individual fault, and explanations of poverty on the basie of 

eoonomio malad~uatment • 

.le to individual fault, the causes range from ain-

:Ollneea, personal unworthiness, lazinese to a.looholiem,clruga 

and many others. 

Under economic maladjustment are listed the theory 

of .larl Marx which charges that capital g1 ve s to l a.bor only a 

lubsistenoe wage; Henry George's theory of "single tax"; 

Malthus' theory that the population tends to outrun food eup-

pl7--and ad infinitum. 

Both of these categories are eschewed b7 Gillin as 

being scientific :makeshifts. In many of these theories there 
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mq be so• truth, but in the oase of the individual's failure 

to attain independenoe, there are conditions either in himself 

which are inherited or whioh are in the conditions surrounding 

him and so affect him that he becomes destitute. With refer-

enoe to eoonomio maladjustment, while having an. element ot 
truth, these theories do not, as epecifioally stated, fully.. 
explain poverty, but must be taken in conjunction with other 

facts. The conviction has grown up that no one theory ia 

full.7 explanatory of oondi tions of poverty. Physical environ. 

mant, specific defects, difference between natural endowment, 

social and eoonomic maladjustments et oetera must all be 

considered. Thus, modern theory as to causes of povert7 are 

decidedly awa7 from one-sided to many-sided explanations. 

8PIOIFIC CONDITIONS OF DEPENDINCY: PHYSICAL 
llBVIRONUEBT ABD HERBDITARY INOAPAOITY. 

We have called attention to some general explanations 

of the phenomenon of depend.ency. It will be noted that these 

explanations show a range from the very orude characterized 

by primitive society to the more complex characterized by that 

of a civilisation of higher order. Briefly then, explanations 

have partaken of the characteristios of the state of sooial 

evolution from the very orude to the veey complex. Probabl7 

the one factor which most influenced nx>dern explanations of 

the phenomenon of dependeno7 was the advent of natural science. 

Jrom the speculative aspect of explaining dependency the influ-
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enoe of natural saienoe emphasized certain differential. factors 

which have been touched upon, but which need further elucidation, 

It is the purpose of the author at this juncture to review fac-

tors in the physical environment and hereditary factors that 

are the purported causal conditions of dependeno7. 

Under physical faotcr s in the environment are listed 

such items as, poor natural resources, climate, suddeP. olimatio 

changes, natural pests, natural oataolyame, diseases, and the 

like. 

. While it seems plausible that such factors have eoa 

relation as causes of dependency, yet the data are of doubtful 

value because as yet m statistical researches have been oon-

ducted which show the importanoe of these factors. In many 

oases such explanations are complicated with other factors 

so that it becomes difficult which to assign as a priDBry or 

secondary cause of dependency. For example, on the question 

of poor natural resources, it is questionable if this is not 

complicated With suoh factors as intelligence, poor judgaent 

in selection of resources and what not. It would seem from 

certain data which are available that a close correlation 

exists between the economic status, as judged from the p-:>or-

neas or richness of resources, and intelligence. '--Henoe, it 

it as plausible to assign intelligence as the fundamental 

cause o:f the individual making a seleotion of poor natural 

environment and at onoe the fundamntal cause of dependency, 
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as it is to assign poor natural resouroee as the fundamental 

oause of the phenomenon. As yet this is an unsolved problem, 

but gives some basis for further research. Later in our 

study some data are offered on this point. 

There is little doubt but that eoonomio welfare ie 

affeoted by unfavorable climates, and that such factors as 

destructive pests (the cotton boll weevil, for example) have 

an important place in determining economic welfare, bltt it 

is difficult to determine to what extent these are influential, 

so that, in the absence of statistics, any definite statement 

or evaluation of sooh causal factors would partake of the 

nature of conjecture. 

On the other hand, oonsioarable material is avail-

able on the effect of inhenitance upon dapendenoy. We know 
that mental traits are hereditable. Bven the pioneer work of 

Galton (3) and Woods ( 4) shows this, the former showing that 

the •qualities which go to make up genius are hereditary; the 

latter in his study of royalty showing that achievement runs 

in families. These studies Bhos that abilit7 is inherited 

in a rather striking wq. Is it possible then that 

of ability or lack of capacity for the important work of 

life is also inherited? ~rom all evidenoe available it 

would seem that the answer must be in the affirmative. 

Kany studies have been made of inherited inferior-

ity in families. The earlier studies simply pointed out 

that family progenitors possessed oertain cnaraoters and that 
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the offspring had also the same traits. One of the first studies 

was by Dugdale ( I) of a degenerate pauper family oalled the 

Jukes. Although the results are somwhat vitiated by the faot 

that Dug4ale aseumea that powrtJ' and ori• are inberite4 as 

entities, yet the study shows very strikingly how when a weak-

.nee• is handed down 1n ever-inoreasing proportions when in-

breeding occurred, a oorresponding inoreaae in pauperism re-

aulted. Estabrook ( 18) in a Tery reoent study of the  

more elaborate and extensive than that of Dugdale, coneludea 

from his data that pauperism is a definite indication of 

weakness, both plqsioal and rmntal. 

In 1892, Charles Booth ( 6) made a study of pauperism 

in London. The study i a simply a oolleotion o:f stories of 

oases which have been relieved over a period of years. Al-

though atatiatioally valueless, these stories show ·how.the 

tendeno7 to laziness, immo l'ali t;y, and irregular employment, 

with their resulting recourae to the public poor relief author-

ities, run in families. Incapacity runs from father to son 

or daughter and on down the line, ae well as 1n the kinship. 

A. recent atud7 by the State Board of Charities in 

Virginia ( 7) Bhow,s that in some county infirmaries there are 

as many as far generations of the same family. 

Davenport and Estabrook ( 8) report a stud7 of a 

degenerate rural community, called the Bamgaad.ly in Bew York . 
State. They investigated 1,796 in the kindred. They studied 

the trait of indolenoe in this group. They say oonoerning 
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the results of their study, "OUr data afford us a number of 

families where both parents are indolent, others where both 

are industrious. We have tabulated the two fraternitiea, 

30 in number, derived from two industrious parents, without 

regard to grandparents. Of a total of 82 known children 

from such matings, 78, or 90 per oent, are industrious. 

\then, on the other hand, both parents are indolent, no 

regard being had to grandparents, then out of a total of 

34 known children, 26 are unindustrious, or '76.5 per cent." 

In order to asoertain whether these Name were 

more influenced by heredity than environment, a study of 

the branch of the family whioh migrated to Kinnesota and 

had lived there ever since, was made. The authors conclude 

that even though the new environment was muoh superior to 

the old it had no appreciable effe~t on the migrating por-

tion of the family. The traits reported in the Minnesota 

portion of the family were identical with those of the 

lfew York branch. The data eeem to show that it is the 

inherent mental traits present in the germ-plasm which 

plays a dominant part in determining the behavior and re-

actions of individuals. 
Studies and references might be multiplttd showing 

how the factor of inferiority or inoapaoity runs from 

gener$tion to generation in families. 

·AJDOng the•• one might name the Tribe of Ishmael 

in Indiana, the Hill Folk, the Pineys, the family of S&III 
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Sixty in Ohio, the Daok Family and so on, all of which show 

how inborn incapacity runs from generation to generation. 

However, for the· purposes of the present study onl.7 one more 

will be used to substantiate our premise that dependency has 

to a large extent its genesis in a hereditary incompleteness. 

One of the more recent studies ·of hereditary de-

fioieno7 has been made by Goddard (9) of a family that he 

calls the X&l.likaks. Goddard conoludes that where inherited 

defect is demonstrable it is· a potent factor in the causation 

of dependency, because those who are inferior do not have 

the irlherited vitality and mind of the sort to manage their 

own affairs in such a wq.that they oan compete with inde-

pendent, respectable people aromd them. It would seem 

that the foregoing leaves but little doubt that the role 

of inheritance aa a causative influence in dependency is 

decidedly great. Just how important this role is, is dif-

ficult to aay, and how important these oonditioDS are as 

they relate to the apecifio problem of dependent children, 

with which the present study is concerned is more difficult 

to say. Qf course, one point whioh must be considered ia 

that these studies herein presented have been made on 

groups that have shown for a long period o:f time a laok of 

ability to adjust to social expectations. Whether these 

etudiee of the seriously handicapped are merely maJor pro-

tot;ypes of those individuals that are dealt with as ohild-

dependents is a question w1 th whioh later portions of this 

~tudy is concerned. 
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SOCIO-.BOO.NO:U:IO CONDITIOlfS IN DllPENDKNOY. 

Gillin maintains that socio-economic factors are 

far more important than the physical environment or here-

dity in the cause of dependency. Admitting, perhaps, that 

there are certain factors in this categor1 that are equal 
in importance with the aforementioned ones, we do not be-

lieve that a general assumption can be made, as to the 

place that such faotors have in the aeale of importance. 

We have already etatel our position on the question of 

the physical environment, bu.t the position of the present 

stuq is that dependency holds a ver1 olo ee and important 

relationship to the germinal faotor. 

At this juncture a classification of the sooio-

eoonomio facto rs in dependency is in order. The1 will be 

discussed critically in following portions of this study. 

Classification of Socio-Economic Factors in Depen-

dency. 

1. Factors affecting the income. 
A. Death or disability of the bread winner not 

d1rectl7 due to induetrial conditions. 

B. Adverse industrial conditions such as diseaae, 

aooident and fatigue due to improperly managed 

store or factory. 

1. Aooidenta 

2. Disease and death 

3. Fatigue. 
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II. Factors affecting both inco• aud expenditure. 

A. Labor of women and children. 

B. Jaulty education. 

III. Factors affeoting expenditures. 

A. Traditions, customs and ha.bite affecting taste 

in food and dress, thrift and standard of living. 

B. Ignorance of the elements of domestic econoUG'• 

IV. Maladjustments in the produotion and distribution of 

wed.th and income. 

A. Sudden fluctuations in prices. 

B. Under-produot1on. 

a. Inequitable distribution of wealth encl inoome. 

D. Pressure of population on natural resources. 

I. Inadequate machinerJ" for the adjustment of 

economic and social relationships in society. 
v. lla.rital relations. 

A.. Widowhood. 

B. "Single-blessedness" or.aelibaay 

a. Divoroe 

D. Desertion. 
B. Illegitimacy. 

VI. Political maladjustments. 

A. Corruption and influenoe. 

B. Oatgrown laws and methods of administration. 

o • .A. negative rather than a positive attitude toward 

delinquents and unfortunates. 

D. Wastefulness in government expenditures. 

11. International maladjustments. 
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VII. Unwise philanthropy. 

A. Extent of poverty and pauperism oaused by 

indiscriminate giving. 

B. Eoonomio burden of unwise philanthropy. 

0. Pauperizing influenoe of bad example. 

D. Public support of defeotive classes. 

Beggars and vagrant•. 

F. Effect of indiscriminate giving on the public. 

VIII. Laak of adequate methods of settling industrial 

disputes. 

IX. Educational system ill adapted to prepare for life 

and livelihood. 

A. Abbreviated school life of Amarioan children. 

B. Inadequate education. 

o. Blind-alley jobs. 

Referring to IA in the classification, qu,ite a body 

of statietiaal information is available on the instanoea of 

preventable and unpreventable diseases and death due to natur-

al causes. These studies for the moat part set forth not 

only the loss to the public exchequer but also to the family 

and the individual. The chief argument that can be adll'a.nced 

from these statistics ia that muoh dependenoy could be elim-

inated by proper attention to a health program.tending to 

decrease the death and disease rates by preventive measures. 

Suoh statistics, however, are difficult to construe. We 

know that as a general faotor death or disability of the 
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. 
bread-winner due to oertain preventable or unpreventable oon-

ditions is important. However, we have no absolute measure 

of this influenoe. Aside from one statement made by Devine 

(10) to the effeot that seventy-five per cent of the distress 

whiah oomea to the Charity Organization of New York City 

is caused immediately by aiokneas, no estimate has been made 

as to the importance of faotors of natural death and disease. 

Hence, the amount of influence on dependency must remain 

oonJeotural. On IB, statistics show a large number of deaths 

and disabilities attributed to improperly managed industrial 

concerns. Also, the disease and death rates in the occupa-

tions is higher than the rate for the whole population of 

the same age group. Fatigue and overstrain, resulting 1n 

lowered production and sickness are advanoed as reasons for 

dependenoy. The same logioal conclusion follows on thia 

point as in the one previously How great is the 

influence of disease, death and fatigue due to industrial 

conditions, on the problem of dependency? Statistios do 

not show. Therefore, the degree of infiuanoe is largely 

one of infe-renoe. No doubt if conditions in industry wen 

improved, it would tend to decrease dependency somewhat, 

but at present the amount of this decrease must remain an 

unwolved problem. 

With reference to IC,D, and E, it is questionable 

as to whether these conditions that are attributed as primor-
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dial factors in the income are not really after all eeconda%7 

in nature. The factors affecting income are more fundamental. 

That is, is not the faot that there is unemployment on im-

proper wages simply an indication that a large mass of ou:r 

unemployed are composed of individuals who form a class un-

able by a lack of inherent ability to progress beyond a 

certain poin1, and who, because of this same lack, receive 

low wages or wages inadequate for the necessities of life? 

Some studiee to be discussed later seem to show this in a 

striking way. It would Hem that dependency oan not be attri-

buted primarily to unemploymen~, low wages, and other such 

factors, but that the fundamental faot of inherent incapaciy 
for which su.ch phenomena are only criteria, is after all the 

fundamental cause. 

While it my be trua that some dependenoy is due 

to adverse surroundings of children, again it becomes question-

able as to whether this oan be assigned as a primary oause. 
The question is how much of adverse ·surroundings is to be 

ascribed to heredity and how much to other factors than in-

heritance. The present study holds to the idea that in gen-

eral, surroundings are indicative of the intelligence status 

ot the individual or family. 

With reference to IlA and B, criticism oan only be 

indicated. Bxoept in rare instances where the death of the 

father has necessitated the labor of the mother in order to 

support the family, the labor of women and children might 
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be taken as an evidence of inadequacy on the part of the 

father. Tbat is, hereditary incapacity precludes the poss1-

b111t7 of an income beyond a certain point. And since it 

is known that families of those lower in the eoo1a1 strata 

are ..,ost usually larger than those higher in the sooia1 scale, 

this fact with a concomitant poor salary would probably make 

it necessary for both parents and children to work in order 

to survive. What the exact relationship of this factor ia 

to dependency is difficult to understand, except to say 

that for the most part those fa.iailies that are characterized 

by labor of women and children represent the types out of 

which dependents are ma.de. 

Faulty education is berated as one of the factors 

in dependency; that is, the curriculum is unsuited to the 

after-needs of the individual. This faulty education may 

be linked either with the home or school. The charge is 

made that earning oapaqity is not imparted by these two in-

stitutions. Hence, when the individual ie thrown on his 

own resources, he becoll8s dependent. From two standpoints 

the argument of fault7 eduoat ion as explanatory of depen-

dency seems defective. It is probable that the problem 

reduces i teelf to one ot original endowment. If the in-

dividual does not profit by school instruction, does the 

problem not become one of laok of endowment in the indi-

vidual and not the fault of the sohool in the proper admin-

istration of the curriculum? Again, where it is aharged 

that the home is at fault, do not such homes represent 
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eimply tho ea who do 110t have capaoity? At least these 

questions are worth consideration. 

Headings III and IV necessaril.7 involve a great 

many factors economic and otherwise that have no logical place 

1n the present study. Perhaps such points as are mentioned 

bear some relation to the problem of dependency. However, 

such factors are so c~mplex and so much involved in philo-

sophic discussion of the problem that their value as causes 

for dependency can not be relied upon. Such matters as 

domestic economy, production, and distribution of wealth are 

much involved in theory. No reliable statistics are available 

on the degree of influence of suoh factors, and since many 

of the theories held with relation to distribution of wealth 

and are in the process of solution, the causal influence of 

such factors must be viewed more or lese casually. Without 

doubt, all the factors of the mar:l:lal relation, to which 

reference is mde in heading V, are profoundly significant 

as conditions of dependency. Some effort has been made to 

analyze some of these in the present atudy. 

Widowhoo4. is a cause of dependency and operatws 

chiefly in the cases of women and children. No statistics 

are at present available as to the ~1.lnportanoe of this cause. 

However, widowhood as a oause brings several important 

considerations to light, based largel.J on speculation. 

It is obvious that not all women who are widowed, with 

their ohildren become partakers of the benovolence of 
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society. What of the group who do become dependent w1th 

widowhood as an apparent oause? The writ er has already 

suggested the possible theory that the so-oallad causes 

are for the moat part only symptom• of more fundamental 

factors that are causes of dependency. Briefly, then 

whether or not a mother with children would become depen-

dent on the death of the father, would depend somawhat on 

the inherited oapaoity of this same mother to be respon-

sible for the children. And suoh a faotor would be opera-

tive not alone in the oaae of the mother but also with the 

father. That is, while not ma.ting an a priori assumption, 

it aeems that even the oases of dependency whose apparent 

cause is widowhood, can generally be traoed back to an 

inherited incapacity of some kind. The potentialitiea 

do not exist in these oases to assume responsibility. 

The easiest method out of a dilemma is sought, which·usu-

ally results in the ohildren being thrust upon society 

to support and nurture. The cause of poverty oalled 

"single-blessedness" or oelibaoJ based on a study of un-

married dependents among the males and fems.lea of alms-

houses is not worthy of much consideration. Lack _of the 

advantages of normal family life have bee~ advanced as a 

reason for these who are in a state of "sirigle-blessedness", 

becoming dependent •.  and investigations have 

shown. that very large per cents of the inmates of alms-

houses are defective mentally. It is almost axiomatic 
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that paupers are paupers because of this incapacity. To 

assign lack , of normal family lifit as a condition of depend-

enoy becomes almost levity! 

It is 1111,Possible to say definitely how important 

the role of divoroe is as a oondition of dependency. It 

would be necessary in such a discussion to know the  

oonoerning alim0J11', provision for the children after divoroe 

and other suoh facts. Suah information is not available. 

As a direot oause of 4ependency it is impossible to believe 

that divorce is a very important one. It is questionable 

aa to whether, in those oases of dependency that are ascribed 

to divorce, the real cause oould not be traced to the general 

factor of irreaponsibility of the di voroed oo:p.ple, due to 

low inherent cape.city. Obviously, in many oases of divorce 

adequate provision is made for the children. What of those 

oases where the children become dependent after divorce? 

Surely there must be some factor at work which preempts the 

posaibilit7 of the proper responsibility being felt for 

children by the divorcees, in oases where children become 

dependent because of divoroe. We suggest that this cause 

is fundamentally incapacity to aooept responsibility. Almost 

the sama line of argument might follow with reference to 

desertion as a condition of dependency. On this point sta-

tistics are somewhat enlightening. Of the cases oared for 

by various relief agencies, lAs.rquis (11) reports the pro-
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portion due to desertion of the husband and father varied 

from 10 per aent for the Provident Association to 50 per cent 

at the day nure•1'7 at the Institution Ohuroh. Devine reports 

on 5,000 oases known to the Charity Organization Soeiet1 for 

years 1906 to 1908. Of this number exaotly 10 per oent were 

deserted wives. In 1916 a soIDBwhat similar study was mad• 

on wives. For the last year the same organization reports 

11.'1 per oent of deserted w1 ves. Brandt (12) finds that 

the reports of charitable organizations show that of the 

total number of families in their charge, from 7 to lS per 

cent are deserted families, that om-fourth of the oo:mmitt-

menta of children to institutions in :i.Iew tork Oity are at-

tributed to desertion. It is clear that in desertion, there 

is an important o~uae of dependeno7. 13ut again, as we have 

heretofore urged, this fact in itself can not be taken with 

too muoh oredenoe, There is no reason to believe that desertion 

in itself is the all _important factor, inasmuoh ae the per. 
cent of tho.. deserted, and who subsequentl7 become dependent, 

is relatively aall. As has been done previously in other 

oonnsctions, we adva.noe the point that desertion is in all 

probability one of the primary symptoms of an inferior stock, 

and does not represent fundamentally a oause of dependenoy. 

Moreover, i~ it were possible to investigate the heredit7 

and 1ntelligenoe status of those who become dependent be-

oause of desertion. it is highly probable that most cases 
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would be found to be that of general incapaoity. 

Illegiti~oy as a cause of dependency is another un-

oertain quantity. Wooley and Weidensall ( 13) report a wtuc:5¥ 

on unmarried mothers coming to the Cinoinnati General Hospital. 

Tellts of two series show that not more than· 20 per cent of 

the unmarried mothers oen be safely prono1moed normal. Of 

the married mothers about 50 per oent oan be so considered. 

•rom 40 to 45 per oent of the unmarried mothers are without 

question ao low grade mentally as to make life under institu-

tion oars the only happy ors for themselves and the most 

economical and the only safe arrangement for society. 

Bown (14) made a study from the reoords of the 

Court of Dom:tstic Relations in Chicago for the Juvenile Protec-

tive Association of 419 oases of mothers of illegitimate child-

ren. Of these girls one-third were house-keepers, one-fifth 

faotory workers, one-tenth hotel workers. one-tenth tailoresees, 

seamstresses or milliners. and 6 per cent were laundresses. 

Before their trouble, in 216 oases investigated, less than 3 

per oent received $12 a week, and 92 per cent leas than t12 

a week, The average wage was $6.75. 

In view of the correlation between intelligence 

status and oaaupation, salary. and other oriteria of eoonomia 

status it seems fairly obvious that the aforementioned group 

would represent tho ea who are decidedly inferior in intelligenoe 

or in native oapaoity. The study of Wooley and Weidensall strong-

ly substantiates the point that illegitima.oy bears a close rela-
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tionahip to native oap;city, namely, the per cent of those who 

•re guilty of illegitimacy tends to increase as native endow-

ment decreases. 

With these faote in hand it seems plausible to 

argue that the ohief condition of dependency even in instances 

where illegitimacy is assigned would be inoapaoity. 

Under the general heading of politioal malad~ustments 

are grouped such factors as corruption and influence in poli-

tics, and so on. As with many other facts such as these, the 

significance of suoh points is exceedingly hard to measure. 

They are very general in nature, and are faots that affeot 

the whole of group life without having speoifio relation to 

particular problems such as dependency. Government in modern 

society is supposed to be in the interest of all the people. 

Where there are phenomena that prohibit the most efficient 

working of the democratic ideals, then the effect upon effi-

ciency is sure to bring problems such as dependency. Ho•-

ever, it is a mooted question as to whether or not the rela-

tion of such factors as are mentioned in heading VI bear 

directly on dependency. Where there are prevalent au.oh 

factors as corruption, antiquated laws, wastefulness in. 

running the government and so forth, it would seem that 

those who succumb to these foroes represent after all a 

group who a, survival would only be lengthened 1n the ab-

sence of such forces. In other words, political maladjuat-
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ments are merely precipitating causes making for an earlier 

state of dependenoy than would follow under normal oircum-

etanoes. 

Apropos to heading VII, it ~s diffioult to state 

how much the problem of dependency relates itself to indis-

criminate giving. There are two influenoes that work in 

this respeot. First, how many of tho ea who are dependent 

have become habitually so through indiscriminate methods 

of relief• and because they have sought the easiest means 

of living, namely, playing on the gullibility of society? 

Seoond, how many are 1?8-de dependent by reason of the econ-

omio burden of taxation for relief, who might otherwise be 

independent if freed from this burden? In answer to our 

first query, it is unbelievable that the number who willing-

ly lead a parasitic life of dependenoy would be at all 

large unless there is a defeat of more fu.ndamntal nature. 

Belf-reepeot follows oa.1)acity, and it might be argu.ed that 

where the individual so lacks this element as to prey on 

the benovolenoe of sooiety, he probably falls in the in-

oapaoitated group. 

Of course, experienoe shews that where relief is 

administered in a scientific fashion, there is a noticeable 

decrease in depundenoy. This is substantiated by the exper-

ieno• of Indiana. For the year 1895, before the reform 

of the Indiana public relief system, the overseers of the 

townships of Indiana spent $630,168. Twelve years later, 
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for the yaar 1907. after scienfifio methods of relief had 

been adopted by private agencies, the overseers were spend-

ing but $227,304. In 1897, one out of every 31 of the 

inhabitants of the state were receiving public poor relief; 

ten years later only one out of every 71 were receiving 

such aid, while ten years later. there was not a comity in 

the state where one in 30 of the inhabitants were receiving 

relief. 

Such findings would seem to argue against our first 

contention that those who prey on the benevolence of society 

are necessarily incapaoitated. However, these atatistioe 

do not tell the whole possible story. Undoubtedly, soien-

tifio methods of giving would reduce somewhat the expend-

i turee for relief, and the number who receive relief. But 

one must look upon sudh findings with a oertain degree of 

skeptioiam for no other reason than that the purpose of 

most public efforts in behalf of any movement is to re-

duoe expenses and make the showing as favorable as possible. 

A reduction of more than 50 per oent in expenditures for 

relief within a space of 12 years is rather astounding. 

What is true of expenditures is also true of the proportional 

deoreaee in the population who were receiving publio aid. 

~· yet nothing is said of thos who had formerly received 

relief. They ware procreating their kind just the same. 

The population under normal oonditions of those who were 

.. 

.. 



- 33 -

recipients would not have decreased in 12 years. What pro-

vision had been ma.de for them? Nothing short of a cataclysm 

could have made such a marked ohange in the population of 

dependents, so that suoh a disproportionate decrease in the 

number receiving relief could be noticed. Hence, in order 

to interpret such statistics correctly, one would have to 

know what provision had been made for tho 89 who. under 

scientific methods of administering relief, were not longer 

dependent, Yinally, we believe, if such data were avail-

able, that as far as the number of those who are potentially 

dependent is concerned, there would be no appreciable de-

crease, and the faot of having been anoe dependent on 

sooiet7 would be a criterion of a certain incapacity which 

the sooia.l statistics in this case do not show. 

There is existent in this classification of oon-

litione, two that might be called borderline factors. We 

have advanced the query as to how many of those who are 

dependent under the economic burden resulting from unwise 

philanthropy would become independent if relieved of this 

burden. lurther, how much effect does the example of one 

person receiving public aid aff~ct another. Our con•ention 

is that the measurable difference between these two classes 

and those who actually receive a.id is very slight. With an 

inherited weakness of make-up, all that is needed in either 

oase is a precipitating cause, and such ones that areon the 

border-lim of dependency usually represent tho 89 of defec-
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tive heredity who would take any excuse to get along with 

least eff'ort, whioh would nean that they would be·oome pub-

lio burdens or dependents. 

With mf'erenoe to def'$otives, beggars and vagrants, 

these probably f'all in the oategQriee tbat we have previous-

lJ mentioned, Tis., incapacitates. Jurthar in our etud7 

some statistics are quoted on this point which showe that 

the unemployed are very usually below normal in intelli-

gence. On the question of' def'eotives, society oan have 

no quarrel. .Enough bas been said to show that not onl7 

inside, btl.t also outside of' an 1nstitution.def'101eno7 in 

any amomt probably goes hand-in-hand with dependency. 

Therefore, until there is an improvemsnt in the. eugenioal 

program, this condition will continue to exist. Reading 

VIII oa.n be diemisaed with a word as a wholly uncertain 

assumption. Dependency ie a permanent social plr,enomenon. 

Labor and industrial disputes while having some effeot 

on tempomry oonditions of the people in a certain local-

ity are only eff'eotive as long as such disputes obtain, 

and are not contributory to the permanent phenomnon 

known as dependenoy. 

Jllloh stress has been plaoed upon our educational 

aystem a.a a c Jndition of dependency. The school lif'e of 

the American child is too short, the curricula per se 

do not prepare children for the needs of' lif'e, many who 
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le,-ve aohool are inadequately eduoatec., and so it goes that the 

modern sohool system aomas in :f'or its ab.are of blame as be-

ing a responsible faotor in dependency. Davis (15) says, 

"Kuoh of the failure and disappointment in life, and possi-

bly :muoh of the orime that abounds may be attribut•d to the 

faot that- so large a portion of our youth go out :f'rom our 

schools imperfeotlJ prepared to meet the demands of the 

world in lfhiah they find tb.emaelvee compelled to make some 

kind of a living.n 

"from 50 to 75 per _oent o:f' the pupils leave high 

eohool before finishing. lifty per oent of those who fin-

ish ~he eighth grade or reach the end of the time for which 

they are sub3eot to the compulsory attendanoe l•s mver 

enter the high sohool." 

"With approximately 90 per cent of those who enter 

the first grade dropping out before the year of graduation 

from the ·high sohool there must be some real and praotioal 

reason for their deliberate aotion. While many of them 

leave for oauses beyond thei~ control, my observation and 

investigation show that fully 60 per cent of those who leave 

the high sohool do eo beoause it does not otter them what, 

in their opinion and experienoe, they need for the work that 

they desire to enter or feel that they are called to do.n 

Perhaps the eduoational system is guilty in not 

providing adequately for a longer educational term for its 

ohildran, losing contact with them at too early an age, 
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and sending them into lite to become dependent. Perhaps 

the school does not provide the type of training neoesea.ry to 

the individual life needs of its pupils. Perhaps nany of tho• 

who leave aohool do find ·their way to blind-alley jobs in 

whioh they remain permanently, with no cha.nae for promotion er 

better salary, later raising a family, and ultimately beooming 

dependent. 

But there is another side to the picture. How many 

of those who drop out do so not because of the fault of the 

school or curriculum but because they reach their academic 

or educational limit dll:t to no other faotor than lack of 

ability or inherent incapacity? Granting that the school 

and curriculum may be at fault in not yet providing adequate-

ly for types of training necessary to.life, the inquiry might 

also be made as to how many of the group who drop out and 

come in the category of those inadequate:cy educated, are 

really incapacitated for receiving much more education than 

they receive up to the time they leave school. 

As for those who fall in blind-alley jobs, do 

not those who fall into such a niche simply serve the pur-

pose of showing that there are those individuals who with 

a certain capacity inevitably gravitate to the Job where 

that capacity is used? In other words, you can not make 

a silk purse out of a sow 1 s ear. Later statistics in this 

study will show a close correlation between job statue and 

intelligence status, assuming intelligence to be inherited 
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oapaoity. Terman ( 16) says, "Btatistioa oollected in hundreds 

of cities in the United States show that between a third and 

a half of the sohool children fail to progress through the 

grades at the expected rate; that from 10 to 15 per oent 

are reta!ded two years or more; and that 5 to 8 per cent are 

retarded at least three years. More than 10 percent of the 

k00,000,000 annually expended in the United States for sohool 

inetruotion is devoted to reteaching children what they have 

already been taught but have failed to learn." 

In other words then, approximately $400,000,000 

is used on those who by reason of. one circumstance or another 

are unable to progress normally in school. Su.rely all of 

this can not be blamed on the laxity of educational ~thods 

or the school ourriculwn. Goddard (17) publishes a table 

modified from one issued by the United States Department of.. 
Eduoation which presents some rather striking results. 

Table follows on next page. As imntioned the "wages" and 

"School" figures were recently published by the United States 

Department of Ecucation, to sh.ow the importance of keeping 

the children in eohool. Effort was made here to show that 

the faots of the "school" column account for conditions in 

the "wages" column. Goddard has added the "intelligeno•" 

These statistios were oompiled by three separate 

and dietinot agencies, "wages" from the Department of Labor, 

"School" from the Department of Education, and "intelligence" 



I 
co 
l() 

• 

WAGES SCHOOL IllTELLIGENCE 
Of 100 w~ge earners Of 100 children Of 1,700,000 Soldiers. 

13% Leave in 4th Grade. Age 10 10% in "D--" Group • .Mental Age 109~ Earn $150-$200 
If ffn 13 "5th " 1112 260-300 15 " ':.'D'' - " " " 11 

14 1! 6th ' 1216 " . 350- 100 20 ".' "O...-" " " " 12" " " It l_fQ fl fl27 ff . 11 7th & 8th " 13,14 25 ,, 13,1431 11 460- 600 - " 

68 "less than $16 
6'1 Do not finish 8th 170 Are mlow If " 15 

per week 

27 " J750-i1000 23 Leave after 8th 16½ in "C '' Group " ff 16 
8 " 1260 10 Attend H. s. g " !'B" - rf " " 16,17 
2 " over 1250 I Graduate H. s. 4i " ~A" If- If- If 18 ,•19 

L.6 Oollege 
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from the Army data. These data are not vitiated by the fact 

that they were compiled by some individual or agency in 

order to prove a point. 

Even empirically, an inspection of the results of 

the table shows some rather striking relationships betweeen 

various factors. It seems that one can assume that at least 

a major portion ot those who fallt for example in"~" group 

are identical with those who leave school at a very early 

age and who also go to make up the class who are potentially 

low wage earners. What obtains with the "D-~ group would 

also follow with the other groups. But what of all this in 

relation to dependency. 

We have previously quoted the contention of Davis 

that abbreviated school life, inadequate eduoation and blind-

alley Jobe are responsible for much dependency. From our 

data here pn,sented. we maintain that such is not the case. 

Those who leave school, leave because of inability or in-

capacity to progress in school. Those who receive inadequate 

education do so probably because of like reasons, namely, 

limited ability to achieve. And those who fall into unremu-

nerative blind-alley jobs are simply manifesting the inevi-

table tendency of those who are incapacitated. They find 

their level in such jobs, those jobs that suit their limi-

tations. 

Look at the matter in whatever perspective one may, 
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the fadtor of education cannot be blamed strongly as a faotor 

in dependency. It redu.oes itself in last analysis to inherent 

incapacity. 
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01:IAPllll III 

tEB.T.A.TIVB THEORY OJ DEPEBDEBCY. 

That the problem of dependeno7 1s one which seems 
inevitably and funda~ntally related to the question of 

hll11181l Ofpaoity, hereditary inferiority, deficiency of om 

kind and another, we have tried to show in our general die-

oueaion of the problem. Bo matter what factors have been 

postulated ae the causes of dependenay, social, economic, 

olimatio, eduoationa~ or others, we have been forced to 

a serious consideration of the hypothesis that dependency 

18 a phenomenon having its rise in a charaoteriatio type 

of individual of weak native impetus who, either natur-

ally or by reason of precipitating influences revealing 

this weakness, suooumbs to the inevitable and becomes a 

social problem known as dependency. 

Beoently a factor known as human efficieno7 has 

been discussed freeq. No one has attempted to define 

this term, and it is highly probable that any definitions 

of the term would differ as widely as th& nature of the 

fields attempting the definition. It is not the purpose 

of this study to attempt any such definition except ln 

a very general manner. Empirically the lay mind under-

atanda the term, and knowa that degrees of human efficien-

cy differ in different individuals. It is very clear to 
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the ordinary observer that the individual who digs ditches 

as a means of livelihood is less efficient than the indivi-

dual who is an insurance salesman, and so on with whatever 

other oompariaons might be drawn. In other words, as judged 

by objeotive criteria one is ~s.nifesting the use of far 

lese capacity than the other. The di toh-digger is follow-

ing that type of work because he has 110 t the capacity for 

anything else, and so with the insurance salesman. 

The contention might be advanced that the ditch-

digger is, if he works to his full oapaoity, as efficient 

as the insuranoe-ealesma.n~ if he in turn uses all of his 

capaoity. Suoh a oontantion would be tru.e, but the point 

is that the former would be efficient at a lower social 

level. It is unnecessary in this study to discuss the 

facts of heredity as they relate to degree or amount of 

capacity. Researches oonducted in the past twenty-five 

years have established this faot so well that inheritanoe 

of capacity, ability, endowment or what-not is a truth 

which has beoom almost axiomatic. 

If it were not that some of our terms are fairly 

obvious.there might be some cause for confusion. We speak 

of human effioienoy, innate ability, native endowment and 

many others of this category almost in the same breath 

and use them synonomously or at least with the implioation 

that they are synonymous. In truth as far as the standpoint 
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of the present study is oonoerned. there is no oooaaion for 

argument on this point. 

In order to make luoid our position in the event 

that oontentione might arise with reference to terminology 

in the present study, we have adopted the thesis of Goddar4 

{l) with reference to human efficiency. He says, "the 

ohief determiner of human oondu.ot is a unitary mental pro-

oese whioh we oall intelligenoe:------this process is con-

ditioned by a nervous mechanism that is inborn:-----the 

degree of effioienoy to be attai:md by that mchanism and 

the consequent 9rade of intelligenoe or mntal level of 

each individual is determined by the kind of chromosome& 

that come togetbe r w1th the union of the germ oells: ----

it is but little affected by an,y later influence except 

suoh serious aooidents as may destroy part of the mechanism." 

Hanoa. in brief then, human efficiency represents the 

objective method by which the degree of individual oapaoity 

ie Judged; again it might be defined as the behavior evi-

dences, whether social, economic, or educational, that 

giv1 indications as to the degree of innate capacity whioh 

the individual has inherited. Referring again to the oase 

of the ditch-digger, it is evident than that he has less 

capacity and hence, manifests a lesser degree of human 

effioienoy than the insurance salesman in whom the behavior 

indications are of a higher order. 
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To olarif7 another point that might be mooted, 

the term general intelligence must be elucidated. Our pre-
• 

..-1oua quotation trom Goddard makes this point partly clear. 

However, as connected with human efficiency something must 

be stated. We have previously suggested by aonoret• exam-

ple• how differentiationa in innate oapaoity IIIIQ" be seen 

or how as seen objectively measured, degrees of human effi-

ciency are manifest. When we spa:a.k of general intelligenoe, 

the Sllllle facts are postulated in this oollll8ot1on as are 

stated in Goddard's thesis. Further, general intelligeno• 

is a measurable entity that can be ascertained as to tegree 

by oertain standardized methods known as tests. By the• 

objective methods the innate capacity of the individual 

is establiehe4, £.a differing from the examples of our 

previou• oonorete illustrations of diff•ring capacity, 

~e methods of testing ;represent a mre ref1ne4 p?Ooedu:n 

for finding how much capacity for human efficiency the 

individual posses•••• In other words, the measure of thia 

factor known as general intelligence, if onoe establishe4 

in theJ individual ma.lees it possible to prognose how effi-

cient he will be in human activities, social, economic, 

and eduoational; in short, what will be his degree of 

human effioienoy. 
We come then to our tenet that human effioieno7 

ha1 an inevitable oonneotion with general intelligence. 

While the thinking public has known this for some time, it 
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haa taken the advent and application of soientifio teohn1que 

to the problems of human aff1o1eno7 to make the correlation 

of .it With general intelligence unequivocal. The publica-

tion and popularization of the results of the Arlll" Mental 

Tests has done much to show the validity of this relation-

ship. Moreover, the uniformity of agreement between the 

teat results and actual experienoa with the officers ant 

reoruite was so great that there has been litt:ie doubt 

left even in the mind of the laity as to the high 4egree 

of oorrelation between mental status and the effioienoy with 

which one orders his lif•. 

llor has the tendency to conneot intelligence in 

soma way w16i human effioienoy been limited alone to the 

impetus given by the findings of the Army Tests. . lor a 

considerable period, before even the •ork of Binet, certain 

"mental teats• which had had their genesis in the experi-

mental ps;vchologioal laboratori•s were being used in th• 

etuq of mental defioienoy and other eooial phenomena. These 

teats were mostly peyoho-physioal, or applied to specific 
sense fields, as, Vision,taste, smell, memor;v, association, 

motor ability, and m on. Such is the nature of the work 
of Johnson (2), Wylie (3), X.lley (4,5,6,) Borsworth7(7) 

and others. 
However, for a~ history of the interest and ap-

plication of intelligenoe testing methods to human problems, 

one must go to the sou roe of the movement, Bim t. and his 
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e:xperieno• with the retarded school children of France. In 

other words, the interest in intelligence testing or mental 

testing, as it is commonly understood by the public mind, 

and the aooolJlP&nying application of these .usthods to varied 

types of human problems, dates from Binet' s work. 

Of almost equal importanoe is the subsequ.ent in-

troduction of the Binet aystem into America bJ' Go4d&rd, 

and his research findings in the application of the tests 

to the feeble-minded. Jlollowing this, one sees the whole 

movement gaining momentum so that not only is the interest 

1n intelligenoe direoted alone to the palpably mentall7 

deficient, but the insane, epileptic, criminal and delin-

quent all in time are made the subjects of intelligenoe 

ill'Vestigation. From the various movements which deal with 

intelligence as a general factor in human efficiency, the 

impetus has become :ao m specialized in several d1reotion1. 

lmployment psycholos:, has found it possible to incorporate 

into its technique the methods of testing, b~th for ascer-

taining the qualifioations 'of the applioant for a given 

job or position, and for grading the efficiency of the in-

dividuals who are already employed in certain jobs or posi-

tions. 
7urther, educational psyohologists have found 

testing germane to their needs in measuring olassroom achieve-

ment in certain of the school subjects. Lastly, but by no 

means lia.at, is the aid which school and olinical psyohologista 
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find in the use, not only of general intelligence tests, but 

of the more epeoialized tests, as those for vocational guid-

and'e. emotions, and other epeoial faotors. Espeoially is 

this true, sinoe the possibility of testing by the group 

method has come into vogue, a faot which makes it possible 

tor the sohool psychologist to examine and classify an 

ordinary sohool system in a fortnight. Then, further, 

both the school and clinical psychologist are enable4to 

make use of the specialized forms of tests. While in ma?l1' 

ways, the interests of both are oommon, yet in others their 

interests are divergent. However, one point must be empha-

sized. Jloth are intereaited in human efficiency and the role 

that intelligence, whether general or specific, plays 111 

their individual problems and oases. No matter whether the 

problem being investigated is one of retardation, truancy, 

4elinquenoy, crime,#or psychopathic states, the school or 

clinical psychologist avails himself of every nsthod, both. 

special and general, for the investigation and solution 

of that problem, which is, in tba last analysis, om of .. 
human effioienoy, 

From the foregoing, several faots are at onoe 

evident in the work done thus far intthe relation of human 

effioieno1 and intelligenoe. First. praotioally all studies 

in human efficiency have begun with an in~eetigation of 

these who are from the standpoint of the group of low degree 
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of human ef~ioienoy or perhaps better stated inefficient. 

This oontention seems to follow the oontention of aoqpsy. 

ohologiete that the beat way to understand the normal make-

up is to study the abnormal. Second, the pendulum of inter-

est has awu:ng from the relation of intelligence as a general 

factor in human efficiency to the more epeoific forms of 

phenomena, both of low and high degree of human efrioienoy. 

This has made it necessary to evolve special methods of 

investigation which the general ~elligenoe examination 

does not oover. One need only consult the literature on 

the varied investigations, that have been made on superior 

children, apeoifio disabilities, causes of delinquency and 

so forth, to verify this point. 

Perhaps there is no field where the investigation 

of human effioienoy by psychologioal methods would be so 

fruitful of worth-while results as in the social phenomenon 

commonly known as dependenqz. It may be said on this point 

that investigations by such methods as mentioned is de-

cidedly meager. Some o:f these will be oited later. 

Up to the present point in this chapter we have 

been principally oonoerned with making clear certain dis-

orepanoies, or oonf'usions that might arise from our inter-

mittent use of such terms as general intelligence, human 

effiaienoy, innate oapaoity, and many others. We have 

endeavored in a general way to oite instanoes wherein the 
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human effioienoy of the individual has been a matter of 

interest to investigators, espeoially psychologists, using 

the methods of psychology w1th referenoe to tho at who were 

o'bviously low in the scale of efficiency, thus proving at 

least the effioacy of the IIBthod. Reference has been made 

to specialized rrethot\s used in various fields as these 

metbode apply to special problems. T~• findings of the 

Army tests have been mentioned and the correlation which 

these researohea show between human effioienoy of an7 

degree and the innate oapaoity or general intelligenoe of 

the individual. 

INTELLIGDOB STATUS VS. HUMA.N EFFICllliOY. 

!he proof of our hypothesis that the degree of 

human efficiency whioh the individual can l:bow, is possible 

of prediction from a measurement of his intelligence status,· 

rests of course on the experimental data that can be cited 

on this point, and the actual correlation that exists be-

tween human effioienoJ status and general intelligence status. 

Previous mention has been made of intelligence 

as it is related to germinal qualities. If when human effi-

cienc7 is related to general intelligence, it is also related 

to germinal qualities. Partly from obe~rvation and empiri-

cism, bu.t more reoently from soientifio data, the negro has 

been regarded as inferior to the white raoe. The negro hae 
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never, with few possible exoeptions, produoe4 from his raoe 

men or women who rated high in human effioienoy. Hence. the 

oonclusion is that the germinal qualities of the negro·are 

inferior to the white, that he oan not transmit from parent 

to offspring the oapaoities for developing a high order of 

intelligence and consequently a high degree of human effi~ 

oienoJt On this point, it is a well-known faot, for example, 

that in the distribution of intelligenoe in the Army that 

the modal point of the normal ourve of distribution for the 

negro reoruits was in the "'D" group, giving a JD3ntal1ty 

of 10 and 11 years, while the modal point of the same type 

of ourve fer white reoruite wae in the "O" group or a men-

tality of 13 to 14 years. Pressey and Teter (8) in a· etu~ 

of 181 colored and 2800 white children of the same ages 

and drawn from the sohoole of the same area oonolude, "Th• 
oolored ohildren of a given age average at about the age 

of white children ( in the eama 011¥·) two years younger." 

An analysis of the teats shows also that the colored ohild-

ren average below white children of the same age on all o~ 

the tests. 

Several studies are availabl• whioh suggest that, 

when two raoes of different intellectual eapaoity are orosaed, 

the offspring are intermediate. They approximate to the 

superior race acaording to the proportion of their blood de-

rived from it. Woodworth (9) summarizes the findings of 

thre• observers, all of whom, applying intelligence tests to 

white and oolored ohildran, fomA the intelleotual oapaoity 
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of the colored to be inferior to that of the whitee. One of 

the obaerTere divided the colored children into four groups, 

according to the depth of coloration, a.nd aooepting shade 

of oolor as a.n indication of the proportion of white bloot.., 

concluded that in the more intellectual tests, sucoese in-

oreaee4 with the proportion of white blood. In further 

subetantiat~on of this point, findings are available on two 

etudiea of Indians and orossbreeda of white and Indian blood. 

These studies were made quite independently of eaoh oth•~ 

and by different ma tho da in different places. The Indian• 

studied were all literates, pupils in Indian schools and 

colleges. The results of the two investigations agree. 

Garth ( 10) ooncludea that the Indians of miXed blood are 

mperior in intellectual capacity to the full-blooded 

Indiana by one ful+ year. Hunter and 5ommermier ( ll) oom-

_parel white children with Indians of full blood, and with 

those of one-quarter, one-half, a.nd three-quarters of white 

blood; they show that there ia a large 41fferenoe in intel-

lectual oapaoity between the white and the Indian, and that 

the cross-breed approximate to the white level in proportion 

to their share of white blood. After considering all posai-

b111t1••• they cautiously conclude that the differenoe la 

probably due to raoe. 

What conclusions are to be drawn from these data? 

It seems fair'.q oonolusive that where races are inferior 

that this inferior.tty persists from parent to offfapring 
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and from generation to generation. The potentialities for 

developing a degree of human efficienay beyond a oertain point 

remain fairly constant where the raoial strain is unaffeoted 

by cross-breeding with another race. Further. when a given 

raoe is crossed with a superior race the tendenoy of the 

hybrid grou;p is to au.periority in intelligenoe status or 

inherited oapaoity over the race wherein the pure strain of 

inferiority exists, and depending on the proportion of the 

sc.perior stock in the hybrid grou:p, the hybrids tend to 

approximate the oapaoity-etatus of the superior strain. 

Jinally, it seems fairly oonolusive that the potentialities 

for human efficiency are vested in the germinal qualities. 

One fact must be remembered in oonneotion with raoial intel-

ligence; it is probably that if data were available on each 

separate race, that the variation in capacity would approxi-

matt the normal curve of distribution, and, therefore, there 

would be varying degrees of capacity even within the raa•. 

le it possible to draw any conclusions from, these 

data ae they relate to the problem of dependency? While 

it is reasoning by analogy to transfer the interpretation 

of our foregoing data into another field, we believe the 

similarity of the faote in both cases permit such a prooedure. 

We have seen that a U1a.rked oontinuity exists in the inheri-

ta.noe of capacity and subsequent human efficiency. If we 

view the dependent a.a an individu.al in whom the original, 

inherited impetus to adapt, to progress,. to be independent, 
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is weak; in whom, beaause of inferior potentialities, there 

is not the possibility of showing a high degree of hUIIRll 

efficiency, we have a different oase in point, but a simi-

lar case in kind to those we have previously shown with 

relation to race. Of course, the argument that social and 

economic oauses are potent in the problem of dependency must 

not be negated. However, in the di seussion in our previous 

chapter we have, mere suoh existed, tried to show the 

:fallacy of assigning suoh factors as first causes, always 

maintaining as a possibility that the primortial oause 

must- be traced to somsth~ng more fundamental in the indi-

Vidual himself, narooly, a natural weakness, innate, inborn 

and hereditary which makes him, regardless of whatever 

other oa•s• may be assigned, potentially a dependent. 

Where social oauaes existed seemingly as, chief :factors 

in dependenoy, these have only acted as agents in bringing 

out the wea.kneeeee o:f individuals, making them dependent. 

In this sense the process is a selective one. The weak 

su.ocumb the strong survive. 

Aside :from the previous generalizations on the 

question of dependency, ~e oome now to facts of greater 
specificity as they bear on the question. It is obvious 

that all things considered the individual whose salary is 

$5000 per year is showing a higher degree of human efficien-

cy tha.n one whose salary is but $2000. To extend this 

point somwhat, the former is giving eoonomio evidence of 
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being the end-product of a strain whose germinal qualities 

were superior to the latter. This illustration might be 

carried farther, but it covers the point in hand. If our 

illustration is true, then one would expect to find a 

oloae correlation between other criteria designative ot 
low or high degree of human efficiency and innaw capacity 

or general intelligence. Probably the ohiaf point of inter-

est would be to know what relat ionehip exists between 

social status and general intelligence. And this at this 

point seems especially apropos. since the study of depend-

ency invnlTes also the question of social status. 

Decroly and Degand (12) teated 45 children of 

both sexes in a private eohool in Bra.seals. They found 

that none of the ohildren were below age, nine were at 

age and the remainder from one to three years above the 

lev,i for their age. Binet and Simon (13) studied the re-

sults of these writers oaretully and oonolud•d that the 

discrepancy in the results between French and Belgian 

ohillren was due to the faot that the Belgian children 

oame from a private aohool in Bruseele and represent•d 

thos• from well-to-do homes and largely the professional 
olaee while Parie children were from a rather poor section 

of that oity. Oonfirming Deoroly' s and ,Degand' e wor:j 

Morel (14) tested a school in a poor section of Paris and 

compared the results with a school situated 1n a wealthJ' 

section. The stuq was on a small- scale, only 30 ohildrm. 
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being taken at random from each school. The following table 

gives the result of this work: 

tlnfavored Sohoo: 

Betarded 

2 Yr. l Yr. 
l ll 

.4.t Age 

18 

J.dva.noe4 , 
ln 2 Yr. 

4 l 

Favored Sohool l 3 10 10 6 

lhus, 16 out of 30 tested were advanced in the favored sohool 

while only 6 ware advanced in the unfavored sohool. The 

ohildren from the poorer section were on the average abou:t 

one-fourth year behind the level of their age, while thoa• 

of the favored sahool were from one-fourth to one-half 

year advanced, or a differenoe of about three-fourths of 

a year between the two social classes. 
In 1910 the teachers of Breslau schools in Germany 

made a comparative study of different social classes. De-

mand for a common school for all classes had arisen to 

replace the Vorsohule and the Volksohule. The Volksohule 

is the elementary public school attended by the children 

of the laboring and lower business classes, while the 
Vorsohule is attended by children of the higher sooial alasaes. 

In Prussia the children oould enter the Gymnasium, whioh 

has a 9-year ourrioulum preparing for the university after 

3 years of preparation in the Vorsohule, bu.t only after 4 
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;years in the Volksohule. The purpose of thi a investigation 

was to find whether the mental maturity of the child, aa 

well as the ourrioulum. Juetified this. Hoffman ( 15) 

has reported this study. J. total of 156 bo;ys were tested 

from the two a0hools, Bobertag's modi:tioation of the Binet-

81mon scale being used. Boys teated were 7 and 9 years of 

age from the Vorsohule. It was fo m:1d that 9 year 'lolksohule 

pupils scored 10 per oent lower than pupils of the same 

age in the V'orsohule • while the 10 year Vol.k:sohule boys 

attained only the average of the 9-;year pupils from the bat-

ter aohool. The difference in average is due to the faot 

that the Vorsop:ulen pupils did nearly twioe as well as the 

Volksohule pupils of the same age in tests above their age. 

Testa at age level were passed about equally well by both 

sohoole. 

Strong ( 16) conducted a comparative study of white 

and colored children but 1n order to make a fair oomparison 

white children in both the city and mill district were 

tested. Rasul ta show that nou of the children of the mill 

distrioi were above their age level, while 10 per cent of 

the city children scored above their years. Approximately 

the same per cent in eaoh district were at level of their 

age, 84 per cent in oity schools, and 81% in mill district 

schools. 
Weintrob and Weintrob ( 17) report a. etuq of 

ohilctren from three 4ifferent environments. About 70 ohild-
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ren of both sexea in each group were tested. Group A oonaisted 

of children from a aohool attended by the wealthy  and 

who had had travel and other advantages above the average. Group 
B oonsisted of children whose fathers were wage earners and 

sma.11 business men. Group O was oompoaed of children from 

a Hebrew Orphan Asylum with no real home environment. Child-

ren were tested and oompared as to the number who· teated at, 

aboTe or below the norm for their age. The A group waa found 

to rank highest, 0 group next, and B groUJ? last. The inves-

tigators state. "Judging from the results, environlD3nt does 

not seem to affect greatly mental oapaoity, if at all." In-

stead of sohools ranking A,B and C asimig~t have been ex-

pected, the C group or Jewish Orphanage ranked a close second 

to the wealthy sohool. Questions of raoe entered largely 

into the study as thG children of the Asylum were all Jewish, 

while those of A group were predominantly American, with a 

few Germans, Jews and Italians, and B group was oompo sed 

largely of Germans, Italians and some American children. It 

is very evident, as the investigators say, that in order 

to judge family differences in environmental influenoee among 

groups, the conditions within eaoh group must be 1µ1iform, and 

the same raoes must be judged. 

Yerkes and Andart:on ( 18} report a study of children 

of differing social status. Two schools were compared; 64 

children from kindergarten and first grade in 5ohool A were 

compared with ohildren of the same sex and approximately the 



- 59 -

sams age from School B. 

Sohool A is looated in a good neighborhood and the 

sociolog1oal stauus of almost all the pupils is very good. 

School Bis located in a medium to poor seotion of the oity, 

and the majority of its pupils live in a rather poor envir-

onment. The average number of points scored in the two schools 

is indicated in the following tabla: 

Age 

4 yra. 5 yrs. 6 yrs. 7 yrs. 8 yr1 

Sohool A 15 2'1 42 49 56 

8ehool B 17 22 29 38 41 

The favored eohool averagta muoh higher axoept in the 4-year 

group. The vary young children of the unfavored group seam 

to have the advantage here, probably because they are less 

timid. The results show that there is a difference of from 

20 to 30 per oent in IIJ3ntal ab1i1ty which may be assooiated 

With differenaes in sooiologioal status. T~e authors point 

out that in view of a difference so ma.rk~d between ohildren 

of different social levels. it is unfair to Judge them by 

the aaa norm and that further investigating should be 4one 

I 
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with View to establishing norms for different social levela. 

Bridges and 0oler {19) report a rather important 

study similar to that of Yerkes and Anderson. !!!he study waa 

made on 301 ohildren from two sohoole in very 41fferent 

loualities. School A, the favored one, is in a good resi-

denoe distriot near a university. There are good lawns and 

pl~-groun4s. The eohool building is modern and baa inside 

toilet faoilitiee. All the children were of English-speaking 

parents, whose occupations were mostly of bueine es or pro-

fessional nature. Sohool Bis in poor locality, a factory 

distriot situated near a railroad. Houses average 4 or 5 

~ooms, and, iire often in a bad state of repair. This district 

was formerly in a flood. Houses rent for ta to $10 per month. 

Yarde are muddJ and ill-kept. Sohool is old and ill-kept, 

does not have inside toilet facilities. Fathers of these 

children receive low and irregular wages. About one-half belong 

to unskilled labor olaas; remainder are in the more skilled 

trades or are teamsters or delivery men. Mothers often work 

at faotorY. or. laundry work in order to supplement the 

family inoomet. All children of first and second grades were 

examined.• The inve-atigators found that the favored school 

was from 21 to 32;per cent superior to the unfavored eohool, 

varying with chronological age. The results of this inves-

tigation agreed in a striking way with that of Yerkes and 

Anderson. The investigators compare the ohildre n of the oc-
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oupational groups in various ways. The general results are 

seen 1n the following table: 

Oooupation Ho. Av. Ohron.Age Av.Mental As- 0.14 • .&.. 

Professional 32 7 yrs.3 mo. g yrs. 8 mo. l.42 

Traveling Salesman 39 7 yrs.6 mo 9 yrs.2 mo. 1.26 

Proprietor a, etc. 34 7 yrs.10 mo, 9 yre.l mo. 1.21 

Skilled 63 8 yrs. 0  7 yra.10 mo. 1.12 

Unskilled 60 8 yrs. 0 mo. 7 yrs. l mo11 .83 

Thus, it will be seen by the above table that the ohildren of 

parents who have "favored" occupations rate higher in int4ll1-

genoe than the progeny of parents llho have "unfavored" ocoou-

pations. This seems to lend Sllpport to the theory that the 

elements which go to make for attV given intelligence. statue 

are transmissible from parent to offspring• .lnother striking 

point in these findings is that of the increase of nsntal 

status as chronological age decreases. That ia, there is 

a gradual increase of ohronologioal age from the children 

of the most favored group to those of the least favored, 

and following with this, a gradual de oreaee in mental age 

from the highest 
, 

in the children of the moat favored group 
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to the lowest in the least favored group. The correlation between 

intelligenoe and ability to show a oertain leve~ of human ef-

ficienoy oannot be doubted according to the results of this 

investigation. 

Arlitt (20) fotu:1.d results whiah agree St1.betantially 

with tho m of other investigators. 191 children of American-

born white parents were examined. They were divided into 

five groups according to the ocoupation of the parents. Two 

groups ( semi-skilled and unskilled labor) were a.malgamatet. 

The median ( .Q.) of the four groups were, (1) professional 

125 (2) semi-professional and higher business 118,(3) skilled 

labor 107, (4) semi-skilled and unskilled labor 92. Pressey 

and Ralston (21) report results on children classified 

according to the ooeupation of father as follows: 85 per 

cent of the ohildren of professional men score above modian 

for total grou;p; 68 per oent of the children of exeoutivea; 

41 per oent of the ohildran of artisans; and 39 per cent 

of the ohildren of laborers. 

Pre seey ( 22) found the same gradations in the mental 

status of children classified according to the occupation of 

the parents as in the previously IISntioned study of rressey 

and Ralston. She contends that di!ferences in intelligence 

are differenoes in native endowment, and not the result of 

culture or ...environment, and that there is sane general faotor 

( presumab~ some general mntal endowment) independent of 

th• partiaular tests used, with reepeot to which troupe 4iffe~. 
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Xornhauser (23) reports a slightly different form of 

investigation. He made a comparative study of the financial 

standing of parents as indicated by the poestesion of tele-

phones(& significant index of eoonomio status) and the intel-

ligence of their children. One thousand school children 

chosen at random were cistributed in th.-ee divisions: ( a) 

Retarde4--those whose actual grade in aohool was one year or 

more under the normal grade, assuming regular promotion of 

one whole grade each year from the age of six years oni 

(b) :Normal--those who were at grade; (c) Advanoed--thoee 

whose actual grade was one year or more above the normal.The 

distribution was as follows: retarded 29 per cent; normal 

52.5 per cent; advanced 18.5 per cent. The families of the 

same thousand children were subscribers to telephone service 

in the following proportions; families of retardei:, children, 

56 telephones or 19.3 per cent (of the total telephone-a); 

Normal, 168 or 32 per cent; advanced, 92 or 49.7 per oant. 

By the simple association 1ormula of Yule. the positive 

coefficient of correlation between the intelligence of school 

children and the possession of telephones by their families 

was found to be • 61. 

Paterson ( :?-4) ma.de a survey of the school population 

of a Kansas tovm. of 2600 inhabitants. The town is a railroad 

oenter and is divided into an east and a west side by the 

railroad, East of the tracks are the homes of the laboring 

class, mostly railway trainmen and shop meohanios. Weet of 



- 64 -

the traoka live the business and professional classes. The 

results for the east side school and for the west-side school 

were calculated and presented separately. Using the percentile 

method, the median indices for the six grades of the east 

side school ranged from 32 to 52. 5 vii th the median index for 

all the children at 45, while those for the oorreaponding 

grades in the west side school ranged from 49 to 70, and the 

median for all the children was 59. While the grades were 

distributed into five classes of ability (dull, backward, 

normal, bright, very bright), the distribution among the ohild-

ren of the laboring class was markedly skewed toward the left 

(lower grades of mentality) while the curve of the children 

of business and professional classes waa skewed to the right. 

The writer maintains that the findings are measures of native 

endowment, relatively uninfluenced by social or economic 

foroes. He contends that the inferior, mental ability of ohild-

ren found in poor social surroundings is not due to the social 

factors involve~, but to the mental inferiority of the parent 

stocks. :Pressey and Thomas ( 26) found that in a comparison 

of children of parents froma good farming distriot and a poor 

farming district that the forrmr average higher in intelli-

genoe status. Using the norm of oity children as a.constant 

point of comparison, 20 per oent of the children from the 

poor district rate above the n:sdian of the city children as 

compared with 36 per cent in the good district; 6 per oent 

in poorer district score above the 75 percentile for citJ, 

children as compared with 11 per cent in t~e batter dis-
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triot; 48 per oent in the poorer dietriot rate below the 26 

peroentile for the oitr children as compared w1 th 28 per 

oent in the better distriot. Johnson ( 41) maintains that 

in suoh matters as regularity of employment, promotion, and 

search for employees, selective factors are at work. ~he 

individual gravitates to the plaoe in life that ia suite4 

to hie inherited traits. His contention would seem to be 

true if one considers the findings of !oops (42). Re oon-

oludea that the .percentage of feeble-minded and borderline 

oasee 1n one employment bureau is about 68.5 and that only 

12.8 are normal. There seems to be a distinct relationship 

between the mentality and the industrial olass to which a 

man belongs, the "UI.l8mploye4• class ranking highest followed 

ln order by the "casuals", the "odd Job" men and the "unem-

ployables". Ho men of normal mentality were fo1md in the 

"unemployable" olass. 

Although representing slightly different lines of 

attack, the opinion of Johnson and the investigation of 

!oops show in a singular fashion how those factors in the 

individual that make him unable to compete on equal terms 

wlth hie fellowa, are in evidence economically and socially. 

There are several facts clear from the foregoing 

data. First, almost all of the studies that have been 

oited are in agreement on the oorrelation between the 

social or eoonomic status of the individual, no matter 
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what oriteria are used to designate this status, and the 

innate endowment of these -individuals. Or where objective 

evidences, social or eoonomic, show the individual or 

group to be of superior status, there is an aooompanying 

superiority of native endowment as measured by objective 

methods. And there are noticeable gradations from the 

highest to the lowest status. Second, though not directly 

expreeeed, it is to be in:f'erred that in whatever stratifi-

cation the individual or group ohanoes to fall that sc.oh 

a placement is based on the germinal factors involved. 

Third, whether or not the ability to beoome a skilled 

laborer or a professional mania the result of tranamisaion 

by the Mendelian unit from parent to offspring is beside 

the point. The studies have in each case demonstrated 

the oontinuity of some faotor from parent to child, that 

ie the chief determiner of what the child will become. 

Of course, because the term "Teamster" is designative of 

the eoonomio or social status of the parent, it does not 

follow of necessity that the child will beoome a teamster, 

but the child in his capacity is the result of the role 

that inheritance plays in the individual, and by reason 

of a capacity not large enough to become. anything better 

he will gravitate to the general occupational grouping 

into which teamsters fall. Fourth, like Weintrob and 

Weintrob the investigators are in general agreement that 



environment does not play a very great role in ma.king the 

results favorable or unfavorabl:e for the group studiel. 

Finally, the numerous researches have taken different 

oriteria ( social and eoonomio) to indioate the degree of 

human effioieno7 of the group. Assuming the transmission 

of parental qualities to the offspring, the children have 

been examined. In eaoh oase, gradations in the innate 

oapacitiee, as IJBasured by eohool retardation and tests, 

have been noticed whioh bear relatively a one-to-one re-

lationship to the status of human effioienoy shown by the 

parents. Our original the sis seems to be upheld by the 

faote of these investigations, that the degree of human 

effioien07 is inevitably related to the degree of general 

intelligence, and general intelligence or the oapaoity 

to develop intelligence ie baae4 on inborn transmitted 

traits. 

DBPEBDBNCY AND HUJ4A.lf EFFIOIBNOY. 

From these data there are several considerations 

important in a general theory· of dependency. J.t first 

sight, it seems almost possible to isolate a certain por-

tion of the normal curve of distribution, as Miner(26) haa 

done in the case of esti '1&til'l8' the per oent of mental de-

fioieno7 in the population and oall that portion of the 

curve the per oent of potential dependents -in the population. 



- 68 -

That the dependent ia an individual weak in original 

endowment is a point which needs no argument, if our fore-
i 

going data are considere·. Of course, there are all sorts 

ot dependents from the vegetative idiot and others of the 

illa who need pe rma.nent custodial care, to those who hav• 

ll!i.ative independenoe, but are under the directive influence 

of some agency. These facts do not, however, vitiate our 

results. In any case the type of dependency is only a 

matter of degree of human efficiency, the vegetative idiot 

showing zero efficiency and the others increasing increment 

by increment until the hi~er types of dependents are mani-

feBt, the kind of dependency and the degree of dependenoy 

deoreaeing at all ti:nes as the innate enecowment and con-

sequent human efficiency increases. 

That selective factors are at work in a rather 

oomplex civilization needs no argument. It may be asea.med 

as a safe hypothesis that those who attain the maximum of 

sucoese, or attain the highest point of huma.n efficiency 

do so by reason of superior innate ability, while tho~ 

wbo gravitate to the other extreme do so because of inabil-

ity to aope with the complexities of a better social or 

economio status. The capacity for a high degree of human 

efficiency in inferiors is poor, and necessarily the 

poorer this faotor the more dependent this group beoomes. 

We are not presuming to draw an absolute cleavage line 
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between those who are and thoae who are not dependent, 

It is doubtful if this will ever be possible, but we do 

maintain that the fundamanta1 consideration for the study 

of the problem of dependency is one of human efficiency, 

and that scientific a.meliorative work oan not be done aside 

from the consideration of this point. 

In these days one hears a variety of excuses as 

they relate to the individual. "Never had a chanoe", "Did 

not get an education", "Did not have a pull", "Lived in 

a poor environment", are some of the 1ore orthodox ex-

pressions used as excusing a low degree of human efficiency. 

Granting that these may be factors in individual and excep-

tional oases, our theory is not invalidated by suoh oon-

tentiona. No matter by what criteria the status of human 

efficiency is judged, investigations show an astounding 

agreement between these criteria and what the individual 

is inherently~ Those who live on poor farm land do so be-

·oause of efficiency too low to attain sorwthing better; 

an, individual is a skilled laborer and not a professional 

man because his ability to be efficient places him in the 

skilled labor class, and so on ad infinitum. Further, the 

facts of heredity are carried out because the capacity for 

a certain degree of efficiency is continued in the children 

of school age, the children of those who are highest in 

eff'icienoy, sooially, and eoonomioally, being highest in 
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intelligence, and so on down the scale to the lowest. As 

previously stated, it is difficult to draw a line of cleav-

age between those who are, and thoa:t who are not dependent. 

~ven ao, if our other faots are true, no mtter what the 

contributing social factors are to dependency, i_t seems 

plausible to reason that those who are dependent represent 

a olasa who suooumb to inevitable dependency either natur-

ally or by soioo pre.oipitating cause ( perhaps a social sit-

uation) too complex for a simple type of inherent make-up. 

We have previously mentioned responsibility and its relation 

to intelligence status. It might be argued that children 

are dependent because of death, divoroe, desertion, or 

other social reasons. This at first aeema true, but what 

of' many who never become dependent, and yet who are suffer-

ers from the same social phenomena as the dependent onee? 

It oomes back to our original. statement of repponsibility 

and irresponsibility. Those who represent the lower end 

of the intelligence curve do not have the capacity for a 

high degree of responsibility. If social causes are 

prevalent which break the home or aoatter the members of a 

family the children are shunted off to be oared for by 

society. What 1$ the cause? Sherlock (27) concludes 

that defectiveness of feelings is more or lass proportion-

ate to the aegree of feeble-mindedness. Even in the elem-

entary processes involved in feeling.i., and especially those 

involved in responsibility for others, the question of human. 
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affioienoy enters. Hence, the parents and those related to 

the children no not feel the responsibility for the care of 

the children, and they become part of the dependent group. 

Further, especially in the cases where children are left 

without care because of death, it is doubtful if the economic 

status of relatives would permit the taking of an added 

burden of horooless children. That is, the element of infer-

iority wh ch contributes to the huma.n efficiency of the 

parents of the child is also persistent in relatives of the 

child. The relatives, because of a low degree of human 

efficiency, are unable to assume the extra burden of others. 

SPEOill'IO STUDIES SHOWING I.llFERIORITY OF DEPENDENTS. 

SeTeral important studies have been made on the 

intelligence status of dependents. These studies all relate 

to dependency in the strictest sense, that is, inoluding 

those who are helped or supported by charitable agencies, 

and exoludea the blind, deaf and delinquents. Moat studies 

have been ma.de on dependent ohildren. Only a few studies 

are available on dependent adults. On the following page 

we reproduce a table from Pintner (28) eummarizing the 

results of the major investigations made on dependent ohildren. 
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-
Bo.Author Examined F.M:. Normal Above Institution 

ward 
Baok-

Normal 

Stenquisi and 
Others ( 29) County Homes. 

Pintner (30) 
266 18.5 62.0 0.5i9.0 

.A. County Home 
Rall ( 31) 

106 46.2 34.9 13.2•• '1 
2142 6.7 25 Child-- - Oaring Insti-

tutions. 
Williams ( 32) 6.0 12.0150 32.5 49.5 4 Homes for 

0hildren 
Carlisle ( 33! ,.a Orphan AsylWD141 --0arliale ( 33 11'1 House of Good9.4 -- - Shepherd
Terman and Wag, 

Ner(34) Orphan Asylum 
Haines ( 35) 

6.0 29 53.068 12 
Orphanages.

)(a.teer ( 36) 
270 17.0 

16<li 33.7 3.9 13.8 0.6 34 County 0hild 
ren I a Romes. 

Pintner ( 30) 39 .o 36.682 19.5 leleoted Olin-- io Group
Bridgman (37) 34.0138 26.0 40.0 Seleote4 Olin-- io Group 

The following brief summary of work on adult dependents, 

after Pintner, is al so enlightening. 

0rane(38) 3334 oases in 79 county infirmaries interviewed 

and 21 per cent estimated feeble-minded. 

Br1gger(44) 25 repeaters at A.seooiated Charities tested 

and 24 per oent diagnosed as feeble-minded. 

Raines(35) 385 inmates of county poor farms examined and 

36.6 per cent diagnoaed as feeble-minded. 



In the study made by Mateer on dependent children, 

there are 1n addition 46.8 per cent of cases diagnosed as 

potentiall;y feeble-minded, or else "deferred diagnosis". In 

the oase of Pintner's study of the seleoted olinio group 

4.9 per oent were diagnosed as doubtful. These reports vary 

greatly in their peroentages. probably due to factors of 

••lection, different methods of diagnosis, and other condi-

tions. However, granting that in all phases the reports are 

not reliable, these data are at least significant so far as 

the present study is concerned. They show definitely the 

type of ohild with which organizations have to deal in cases 

of dependency. If we should negate altogether the terms 

used in the table, viz., feeble-minded and backward, and 

uee simply the term inferioritJ to denote those who .are in 

some measure below the normal classification• we find that 

approximately 76. 5 of the oases, in the seven studies in 

which data are available on both feeble-mindedness and baok-

wardness, show definite inferiority. This includes also the 

oases of Mateer and of Pintner which have been mentioned 

previously as not fitting into the diagnostic oategorie s of 

the table. Even in these instances the different diagnostic 

categories do not invalidate our per cent of those who are 
' i~ferior, because at least they are not normal cases. Tha 

46.8 per oent reported by Mateer as oases of potential feeble-

minde4nesa and deferred diagnosis evidently show some faatore 
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that place them without the group of normals. And what is 

true of Ma.tear's study is also true of l?intner•s, that is, his 

doubtful oases represent a group that can not be called normal. 

Pintner criticizes Ma.tear's percentage of feeble-mindedness 

among dependents as being too muah at variance with other 

investigations. This may be true, but for our purposes this 

faot does not invalidate our contentions. Whether feeblep 

mindedness or baokwarane ss is used as the category makes no 

difference. the oases at least represent inferiority. 

If we make computations from the table, using only 

the seven studies in whioh diagnosis are made of feeble-

mindedness and backwardness, and neglecting the categories 

of Mateer and of Pintner which do not fit into the table, 

we find that 45.5 per cent of the seven investigations show 

definite inferiority. Obviously this can not be correct, 

inasmuch as in the oases of Mateer and l?intu.r we do not 

know what number of oases were potentially feeble-minded 

and on what number the diagnoses were deferred, and for 

what reason. Also, in the oases of doubt as to diagnoaia, 

we do not know the factors for the doubt. It may have be1n 

doubt as to backwardness or feeble-mindedness, or normal. 

and baokwardne ss, o-f they may have been psychopatha or 

what not. 

· Notwithstanding these disorepe.ncies the percent-

ages ·are rather a1gnif1oe.nt of the type of case whioh 
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generally comes to be dependent, and if data were available 

on all eleven studies ma.de, showing degree of inferiority, 

eta .. , we might oome to some oonolusions with regard to the 

relative degree of inferiority among dependents. 

With referenoe to the work done on adult depend-

ents only statements with referenoe to feeble-mindedness 

are available, no reference being made to those who are 

backward. On this point, however, one might apeoulate that 

if, as these investigations show, there is an average of 

about 27.2 per cent of feeble-mindedness among adult depen-

dents, there would be at least 60 per oent who were inferior. 

It might also be mentioned in this oonneotion that it is 

probably these very types of adults many of whom are not 

in custo47, that are responsible for the o•fepring that 

become dependent. 

From these data then we oonolude, as before, that 

whe relationship between inferiority and dependenoy is very 

close, the common faotor of deficiency running through the 

group. Theee data are inadequate, but in general our hypo-

thesis is substantiated, that dependency is a problem that 

is closely allied to the general fundaxoontal faator of 

inherited prediapoeitions 1n the form of inborn original 

wee.kn• ssee. 

Using a slightly different teahnique than mental 

tests to ascertain the relationship between dependency and 
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eohool retardation Beard (39) found that, in the Minneapolis 

sohools, out of each 100 p~pils in the normal group (those 

who were in the right grade for their age) 18 will be re-

tarded, while out of each 100 children of dependent famili•s, 

approximately 31 Will be retarded. She concludes that 

dependenay has some vital conneation with sahool retardation. 

Barnes (40) on obaervatioIIIS of homeless men in 

New York Oity estimates that 50 to 60 p•r oent of these types 

who never retain jobs, return again and again to charity 

organizations for aid, and who as a rule hold nothing bl.t 

casual Jobs, are morons. 

Specific oonolueione have been mentioned at varied 

intervals as they relate to our data. Researches both in 

effort to aeoertain the degree of intelligence aa it relates 

to human effioienoy, and also those studies that are made 

of dependents themselves seem to uphold our general thesis 

that the problem of dependenoy ie one oonneoted fundamentally 

with germinal qualities; that the transmission of these 

qualities makes for a certain type of inherently weak indi-

viduals that is potentially dependent. 
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C&PTBR IV. 

BIOLOGICAL ASPECTS OF DEPE?IDBBOY. 

Bo discussion of the problem of dependency would be 

oomplete without some reference being made to signifioant 

biological faotors that are oonoerned in the problem. No 

one oan discount, especially einoe the researches of Darwin, 

Wallace and others, the importance of biological principles 

in human development. 

Previous discussion has dealt largely with the 

facts of a civilization from simple to complex, and the soc-

ial factors in this oivilization that have seemed to give 

rise to the problem of dependency. Further, it has been 

shown, by citation of numerous investigations, that human 

effiaienoy is intimately related with germinal qualities, 

that those who are the products of superio~ germinal quali-

ties tend to reach the highest degrees of human effioienoy, 

and on this same basis gradations take place down the scale 

to those who are the products of poor germinal qualities, 

this faot being of the mo st fundamental importance in our 

study of dependenoy. 

But oan such facts be correlated w1 th the faots 

of evolution, and are there any underlying biological 

principles that would acoount for gradations of human ef-

fioienoy suoh as we have roontioned? 
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VARIATION A.ND SELEOTIOJ. 

About some of the principles in the evolutionary 

prooeee there may be some oonfusion, but about two min 

prinoiples upon whioh the evolutionary process depends 

there is no doubt. These are variation and selection. 

Whether we speak of nations. sooial groups, animal alassi-
. 

fications, or what not, these two faotors lie at the basis 

of the rise and fall, supremacy and decline of any phase 

of existence in which evolution or dissolution plays a.. 

role. 

V'ariation has been defined as nthe oacurrenoe 

of individuals differing from the type proper to their 

raoe of species." That there are both refined and gross 

individual d~fferences, no one will question. These dif-
' ferenoes my be of two sorts, those that are resultant 

from modifications of the individual by the environment, 

and tho•• that are innate, which are germinal in origin 

and whioh are capable of being transmitted to subsequent 

offspring. In general variations are of two types, 

~rogressive and retrogressive. By the former term is 

meant tha individual who has greater potential energy and 

power of adaptation, who is more oapable of withstanding 

the struggle for existenoe, and who has the best ohanoe 

for surviving in hu.man progress. The variation may take 
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the form of a special capacity in the individual by wh.1:0h 

he oan aoquire some particularly advantageous quality. In 

general, however, progressive variations can be taken to 

oonnote an increased adaptability or vitality, a greater 

power of malting the most of the environment. The term 

retrogressive is a pathologioal one. It raeulte in the 

individu.a.l of deoreaeed potential energy and ability to 

adapt. 8uoh variations imply tho EB who are unable to meet 

the strain of life and are commonly termed "unfit", It 

may give rise to a variety of soaial phenomena, but on 

the whole the chief oharaoteristio i~ simply a diminished 

ability to adapt and :tu.notion adequat~ly in an ezaoting 

environment. It ie ahowh in either a def•otive mind or 

bo'7 or both, and one may be correlated w1th the other, 

It is interesting to note in this oonneotion that the 

mantally deficient are, as a olasa inferior to the normal, 

in weight, stature, and general physical development. 

Hol_lingworth ( 1) says, in summarizing the work of su.oh 

men aa Goddar4 (2), Doll (4) and others that, "When 

curves of physioal growth are plotted from Easuremanta 

of hundreds of feeble-minded children, and are then com-

pared with curves of growth for children chosen at random, 

it is alwa71 found that the former average shorter and 

lighter than the latter, age for age. It is seen further-

more that the differences increase with the inorease in 
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the degree of IIental defect. Korona are slightly below the 

average for normals, imbeoila s are below morons, alld idiots 

are lowest of all." 

From an evolutionary point of view hhe human mind 

is the latest and moat delicate auhieveir&nt. Its complexity 

is marvelous and harmonious working of its every part is 

essential. It is not surprising then that a pathological 

oondi tion of the germ plasm should be aocompanie d by disorder 

of the mind, disorder in this oase being taken in the broader 

sense. 

Disorders my be of various kinds. It may be a 

diminution of nervous vigor giving rise to such phenomena 

as leafers, JJaupere and ne 1 er-do-wells. It ma,y be unstable 

giving rtse to neurasthenia, epilepsy, and insanity. It 

may be suah as to render the individual incapable of con-

forming to sooiety'e moral and legal codes, giving rise to 

euoh problems as criminality and moral imbecility. Lastly, 

there may be an arrest of development, with accompanying 

idioay, imbecility, and other type_s of feeble-mindedness. 

It is obvious after a diaouasion of the two forms of varia-

tion that the first is neoesoary to the progress of a group 
·. 
o:t nation, while the second form of variation is iniuical 

to any form of progress. 

In our previous di•scussion of human effioienay 

and ita relation to germinal qualities, it seems that the 

:fundamental faots of biology, variation in this case, are 



.. 85 .. 

substantiatory and in agreement w1 thout hypothesis that de-

pen~enoy ia a phenomenon fundamentally based on retrogreaaive 

T~riation, the produota of suoh variation beooming unfit 

because of poor innate energy and powers of ada:ptation, That 

there is a relationship between the degree of human efficien-

07 and the innate capacity of the individu.al.J, investigations 

leave no doubt. 

Elaborating on this, if we aoaept Stern's (5) 

definition of intelligence that, "Intelligence is a general 

oapaoity of an individual oonsoiously to adjust his thinking 

to new requirements; it is gem ra.l mental adaptability to 

new problems and conditions of life," then the connection 

between human effi cienoy as rel.ated to general intelligenoe 

and this in turn to retrogressive variation is clarified 

greatly. 

At to the specific we:, in which biology upholda 

our theaie we need only refer to what has already been 

stated in this oonneotion. In the ·.retrogressive type 

of variation the power of adaptation in the 1nd1Vidual 18 

diminished ( in varying degree a). Sinoe general intelligence 

by definition is an adaptive process, then in oases where 

the individual is a case of retrogressive variation the 

general intelligence would be weak or low, depending on 

the aeriou8ll81B of the variation. Human effioienoy, as 

we have already seen, is oonr~ oted w1 th general intelli-

gence so that dependency being a problem in human effioienoy 

I 
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of a rather low order, the problem of dependency beoames 

one of retrogressive variation, at least in part. 

Jut there is another prooess in evolution, name-

17, selection. It may aot in two ways, eiths r through 

a differential birth rate or a differential mortalit7 rate. 

There is no evidence, exoept in the case of idiots who are 

usually sterile, that the llllfit are naturally less fertile. 

Indeed, if the contentions of KoDougail ( 6) are true, the 

inferior members reproduoe at a more prolific rate than 

do the normals and BUperiors, He says, "A strong inver•• 

oorrelat1on of the birth-rate with social status eeems to 
bt general throughout the European nations". What is 

true of .llurope ie also true of America, the inferior element 

in the population reproduces muoh more rapidly than the 

superior element. A atu~ made in Pitta-burgh seems to be 

fairl7 t7Pical .of conditions in general. McDougall quotes 

Popenoe and Johnson ( 7 ) on this point as follon, "Wart 

7 has the lowest birth-rate and the lowest rate of net in• 

crease of any ward 1n the oity. With this may be contrasted 

the Sixth Ward. Bearl7 8000 of its 14,817 males of voting 

age are illiterate. Its death-rate is the highest in the 

city. Almost nine-tenths of its residents are either 

foreigners or the children of foreigners Its birth-rate 

is three times that of the Seventh Ward. Taking into ao-

oount all the wards of the city, it is found that the 
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birth-rate r1s11 as one ooneiders the wards which are mrked 

by large foreign population, illiteracy. poverty, and a high 

death rate. The oorrelation between illiteraoy and net 

inoreaae is .+J-. '131. The net inoreaae of Pitteburgh' a popu-

lation. therefore, is greatest where the percentage of 

foreigh-born and of illiterates is greatest. Pittsburgh, 

like probably all large oitiee 1n oivilized oountries, 

breeds fromthe bottom. The lower a class is in the scale 

of intelligence, the greater is its reproductive contri-

bution." Authorities seem to be in agreement on the point 

that procreation among those of inferior stook ie far 

more prolific than 1n the average or superior of the gen-

eral population. About twenty years ago, Pearson (9) 

summarised the problem in the following statement: speak-

ing of England he .says•" Our birth-rate has been going down 

·for perhaps thirty years. Who will venture to assert that 

thie decreased fertility has ocourre4 in the inferior stock? 

On the contrary, is it not the feokleea and improvident who 

have large families? The professional classes, the trading 

classes, the substantial and provident working classes--

shortly, the capable elements of the oommuni ty w1 th a 

certain standard of life--have been marrying late, have been, 
having anall families, have been increasing their individual 

i 

oomforte, all this at the expense of the nation's future." 
D 

Goddard (3) more reoently in hie study of the 

Kallik&ks is of the opinion that those of inferior stook · 
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reproduce at a muoh faster rate than the average or su.perio~ 

of the population. Sanger (10) 1n arguing for birth-control 

contends that the feeble-minded pareni is many times more 

prolific than the normal parent. She states that 96 per 

oent of prostitutes are mentally deficient a~d oome from 

ls.rge families. With suoh evidence presented, both by 

aotu.al data and by tho ae who have studied the situ.ation oare-

fully, it cannot be doubted that the greater rate at whioh 

the unfit are being multiplied forms a problem of no small 

ooneequence both in relation to dependency and other social 

phenomena. 

We have al.ready, in another oonneotion, dieouaeed 

how, beoauae of a growingly complex civilization, those 

who were inadequate or could not survive in the struggle 

for existence were shunted off to become dependent on the 

oommunity and oared for by the oommunity. This represents 

one fona of aeleotion. Thia prooeas of selection was nat 

oonoerned so much with those who had obvious physical de-

fects, these being oared for in another manner. 

In the early stage a of oivilization, both in 

Greeoe and Rome up to the time of 1alent1nian, the delioate 

and deformed ohildren were killed. With growth of civili-

zation, and especially with the advent of Christianity, 

the praotise o_f infanticide was foregone. The life and 

safety of the individual was not eo much dependent on brute 
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strength as on mental oapaoity. Civilization ohanged the 

mode of life from the wide open country to the density of 

group life. Therein the process of selection had its oppor-

tunity to work. People were thrown together in groups of 

varying aise. and consequent upon this came unsani tal'J' 

conditions. With poor sanitary conditions came also disease. 

It is generally believed that it is this factor that haa 

been active in the. selective process in relation to the 

population. The theory is that, al though disease strikes both 

the fit and unfit, that the latter by reason of weaker con-

stitution and less resistance succumb to disea~e. On this 

point, some social theorists· believe that because tho EB who 

are inferior have a higher mortality rate than the normal 
or superior, this has an equalizing or balancing effeot 

between these two extremes. That is, the faot that the in-

ferior of the population procreate more rapidly than the 

normal and superior should not be looked upon with fear 

because the sturdiness of the normal and superior stock as 
against the weakness of the inferior stock, mak:iDg for· 

greater rea1•tance in the case of the former and higher 

mortality in the case of the latter, tends to make tb.e num-

ber who su.rvive of about equal number at both extremes. 

From data available on the mortality rate of the feebleminded 

aa contrasted with the mortality rate of the outside popu-

lation, it would seem that selection does tend to work 1n 
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this manner,. Miner ( 8) says,_ "The average annual death 

rate among the institutional oases of feeble-minded 5 years 

of age and over in the United States in 1910 was 35.29 

per thousand, while the corresponding death rate in the 

general population of the registration area for five years 

1901 - 1904 was 13.56." However, these figures must not 

be taken with too muoh oredenoe. 

It must be remembered that the figures with rela-

tion to those inferior are representative alone of the 

feeble-minded and of those in custody, and oan soarcely 

be taken as reliable for those outside of institutions and 

of the vast class of inferiors that are not feeble-minded• 

. If the Army data are to be taken as oriteria of the amount 
of inferiority, and as indicative of the germinal element 

in the population, then it does not seem plausible to 

believe that the oontention of social theorists. With 

referenoe to the equalizing ef:feot af higher mortality 

among inferiors, oan be taken with muoh seriouenesa. 

Therefore, there is every reason to believe that 

the prooesa of selection is an important one in relation 

to dependency. For, whi1e by' differential birth rate the 

inferiors are producing more rapidly the type that have 

the potential basis for dependency, than tbs normals and 

superiors, the number who survive in both extremes is not 

equalized by a differential mortality rate. 
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DBPENDENOY A BIOLOGICAL PBENOMIIBON. 

We have oonsidered how by the prooesses of varia-

tion and selection the fit are selected and the unfit re-

jected. 

Two factors seem to be important in the role 

whioh biology plays 1n the problem of dependency. On the 

one hand, dependency aeems ·to be inevitably the resllt 

of retrogressive variations that have occurred in the 

progress of civilisation. The dependent is weak in orig-
. . 

inal innate tendenoies. the result of a defective germinal 

element. On the other hand, selection working as it baa 

in the population has not atruolc a balance between the 

two elements 1n the population, inferiors at one extreme 

and norals and Sllperiors at the other. Despite higher 

mortality rates among inferiors this lack of balance hae 

tented to increase the number of individual possibilitiea
• 

for dependency. Civilization as it has increased more 

and more in oomplexity has tended to shunt off increasing 
numbers of the inherently unfit, making them subjeot to 

the.benevolence of the community~ thus giving rise to .the 

social problem known as dependency. 
Viand as a general or specific problem, depend-

ency of aey kiD:d cannot be liDlte4 primarily to economio 

or other such.causes. Although these faotore precipitate 

4ependenoy. they are not the reai causes. The cause, 1n the 

majority of instances, lies in the inherent weakness of 
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the individual due to faotors already disouaaed. 

BIBLIOGBAPRY. 

l. Hollingworth, L. 5. The Psychology of Subnormal Children. 
1922. 

2. Goddard, R.H. The 1:ieight and Weight of Feeble-minded 
Children in American Institutions. Journal of 
.Nervous and Mental Diseases. 1912. 

3. __... ___The Xallikak Family, 1912. 

4. Doll, E.A. Anthropometry as an Aid to Mental Diagnosis. 
The Training Sohool Bulletin. 1916. 

5. Stern,W. (translated by G.M.Whipple} Psychological Methods 
of Testing Intelligence. 191,. 

6. MoDougall, w. Is Amerioa Safe for Demooraoy? 1921 

7. Popenoe, P. and Johnson, R.H. Applied lugenioe. 1918 

a. Kiner, J.J. Defioienoy and Delinquency. 1918. 

9. Pearson, K. National life from the Standpoint of Science. 
1901. 

10. Sanger, M.H. The Oase of Birth Control. 1917. 



.. 91 • 

ORAPTIR V 
THE EXPBRIDN!AL INVESTIGATION. 

Reaearoh work that has been done on the factors 

involved in making a prognosis, favorable or otherwise, on 

any type of oa1e 1a de_cide4ly mea"r• Kost mediums fol' 

the hu14ling of social probleJD8 purport to do follow-up 

work on tru11r oaeee, bu.t so far as the writ•r is aware, 

the methods of suoh agencies are deoidecUy hit-a.nd-miss. 

Bone of the data tha.t hi:tve acorued from the experience 

o:l suoh agenot• e have been anal.yz•;r or publiehe4. Un-

doubtedly. there would be muoh of value in suoh inform-

s.ti on. The oh1ef mot1vat1Ilg principle of any a.geno:v is 

in so tu as possible, rehabilitation, or, 1n other worcls,-
to make the in4iV1dua.l an independent, self-reapeoting 

member of society. · Unless it ie known what the faotora 

are for the auoo••• or fa.1iure of thl intiv1-,..,t DIIIQ 

4ual, then ma.oh ameliorative effon is mteepent, 

Pintner a.n4 Rea.m1:r ( 1) -.de one study of 26 

girls ( delinau.ent) who had been oommitte«. to the Big 

Biatere Home until suitable placing oould be found for 

them. The authors oonolu4e that "considering the 9aees 

as divided into two groups, normal and ba.okward, we find 

that the backward_ group ia ~uet aa likel.7 to make good 

aa the notm&J.." "Our study laoke a sowid objsotive 

oriterton by whioh to measure at1cceas in the world. OWing 



to the oiroumstanoes the emphasis wa.e laid upon morel behavior. 

!hie is undoubtedly, to. a very great extent, a oondition 

dapendent upon the enVironment, and it wou1d seem that the 

type o:f' girl studied, whether normal or baoitwa.rd in intelli-

genoe, has not the ability to protect herl\lelf against az,. 

unfavorable environment." 
"In regard to the praotioal situation of the rela-

tionship J)etween the psyohologioal olinio and the social 

worker, the writer regards these results as eignifioant. 

It would seem that the child diagnoeed as backward by our 

soale s has as much ohanoe o:f' malting good in SIIIIB ephere or 

other as the ohil d diagnosed as normal. The. backward as 

well ae the noi:mal. ought, therefore. to 'be referred to 

au.oh homte and agencies without giving either the pre:f'er-

enoe.. It mey be that the ba.okward child auooea4s because 

the eooial agenoies may ha.va a greater number of simple 

positiona that would be suitable for suoh oases and mioh 

might 118 o :f' doubtful value for more intellige11t 1nd1viduals". 

Ola.rk ( 2) doe e not agree with Pintne r and Reamer 

that intelligenoe is not neoesearily prognostic of auooess. 

0Jl a study of 301 oases ( all boys) , 24'7 of whoa had had 

· mental examinations. he found that there was a general ten-

denoy for boJJB of higher intelligence to fall into the 

"doing well" group and o:f' bOys of lower intelligenoe to 
fall into the "doing poorly" group. (Clark makes a three-

fold category as a basis for judging euooess of the boys, 



vis., doing well, doing fairly well, and doing poorl:v). 
-

He found also that white and Jlaxioan-Indian boys have a 

alightl~ better reoord of suooeea than the ooloret boys. 

Olart _hints at •• re·latloalllliJ eziating between oooupa-

tion of the boy and suooese. On this point he dra.wa 

no definiie oonolusions. 

lrom theee two studies, no final deduotions oan 

be made, beoa.uae the studies themselves a.re inconolusive. 

So D8Jl7 oonditione enter into the nuestion of what is to 

be oonaidered suooeea and failure. The criteria eeem to 

differ with the differena• in the individual problenaa to 
be solved. In the oase of Pintne r and B.eallllr the oriterian 

moral behavior and in Clark's atu~ emphasis is pla.oed 

on the ocoupational aspect. These two studies gi.ve no 
, , , 

grolmdworlt tor any assumptions as to fa.otore that oa.n 

be ueed in prognosing suooese of the 1ndividual oaee. 

BTen on the main iset11. the fa.otor of general intelligenoe, 

the two investigators differ• a:> that so far as being 

worth-while as a basis for establishing a speoifio theory 
, , , 

of prognosis, the two etudiee are almost without value 

only in ao far as the:v ab.ow the 1IDIDlns1t7 of· the whole 

problem, 
J>IIDIIfIOlf OF DIIPlillDJIUiOY IB THE. PRBS.IUIT STUDY. 

the prooess by whioh children beoome dependent 

wards of the_ State has already been diseusaed in anotbar 

oonntat1on in Chapter I. l'or purpo • e of olarity, as our 
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data relat• to the problem of 4epen4enoy in the pnaent 

ohapter, we hav• adopted the definition of dependency set 

forth in Seotion 164.5 of the General Oo de of the State of 

Ohio. A. dependent is define 4· as, "any ohild under eighteen 

yea.rs of age who is dependent upon the public for suppo:rt; 

or who is destitute, homeleas or aban4omd; or who has not 

proper parental oare or guardianship; or who begs or re-

ce1ves alms; or Who ie given away ·or disposed of in a.ey 

employment, service, eXhibition, oooupation, or vooation 

contrary to any law of ~hie state; who ia found 11ving 

1n a house of 111...fa• or w1 th any vioioua or disreputable 

persons, or whose home by reaeon of neglect. oruel'ty or 

4epraV1t:v on the part of its parents, etep-inrent or other 

person in who• oare it m.a.,v be is a.n unfit plaoe for $1:lOh 

ohild; or ia preventea from reoeiving proper eduoa.tion 
• 

beoauee of the oonduot or negleot of i ta parent, atep-p,irent 

guardian or other person 1n whose oare it mq be, or whose 

environment is euoh as to warrant the ata.te in the interest 

of the ohild, in asauming its guardisnab.1p." 

In this oonmotion, it ma.st be kept in mind that 

preTiouel:v 4epen4eno:, has been disoussecl 1n a very general 

sense. As seen from a legal point of view, the present 

4e:fi.ntt1on becomes a teohinal one. That is, the process 

that oausee dependency 1# speoifio in the present instance, 

this representing one of several oategoriee of general 

4epen4enq. However, the faot of speoifioit:.v in this ohap-



t•r in no war alters the disousaion of previous ohapt,rs. 

Causes and oont11 tiona, are the same whether the disaueaion 

relates to the general aooial problem of dependency, or 

depenclen't ohilc1ren as Viewed from the standpoint of the . . 

present ohapter-

fBE OBILIBU S~UDIBD• 

.&.11 the ohildren iDolu.4ed in the various phases of 

this investigation were war4a ot the State of Ohio as pro-

vided by law.and under the direot juris41otion of ti. Divi-

sion of Charities. llftort wae. DBde to uee all of t:11• 
oases that had been referred to the Bureau of luvenile Be-

wearoh for examin&tion, but thi' was found imposaible be-

cause a large number of the emminatione h•4 been ma<le by 

the worktrs of the Bureau in various County- Ohil4ren1 s 

Home I and were aimply "112.rveye" o~nduoted b:.v the Bureau 

at the reouest of the D1Tiston of Charities.. Again, 

in m,,ny inatanoea it was· found neoeesanr to u• groups 
ot varying size. Despite an effort to keep a oerta in .• 

at.,u4ar411ed prooedure in our 118thod of follow-up, many 

of the data oalled for in the follow.up blanks were mt 
gtven, so that it became neoessary when any one set of 
fact·s waa being studied, to use only those oaees on whioh 

toll<JW:"~up blanks w,re oomplete for that 4etail. Henoe. 

the differing ~1•• of the Tarious sroupa in relation to 
41:f'ferent sets of faots. llo mention will be im.de in this 

oo~ation of· the varying sizes of the groups. Of oouree, 
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naany of the oases were used in more than one group, but 

obviously from our previous statement, it beoame impossible 

to use one group in relation to all points studied, In 

oonnaotion with ea.oh set of faota, the number of oasee will 

be given. 

All of the oases used had both psyahologioal data 

fro111 the Bureau of Juvenile Researoh and follow-~p data 

:tro111 the Di?ision. of Oha:rities.
' 

POSSIBILI!Y 01 SELBOTIOlT. 

While the faotor of seleotion might enter some-

what into the present study due to the smallness of the 
- ' . 

groups, yet as far as the :reeul~s are reliable, we do not . 

'believe that there will be any serious invalidation of 

them for the ' reason that llh•n any faotor was being studied 

the oases repres~nted an absolutely random seleotion, and 

were were 1n no sense ohosen to substantiate a certain 

point. They were used beoause of Cata present on a oertain 

point, and for no other reason. 

!HI DTHOD USBD. 

Bxhibite I and II show in detail the method used 

in this investigation. Bffort was made in gathering data 

from the Bureau to antio1pate and summarize only those 

points In ea.oh oaee that were of primordial. importa.n.Qe 1n 

making a prognosis on an individual oaee from a peyoholog. 
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ioal point of View. The blank for Bur,au data was not made 

so elaborate as the blank far the Division of Charities 

for the reason that all dat~ from the Bureau were abstrac-

ted by the writer and one other worker who underatoo.d 

the nature of the stuq and the kind of da.tB renuired. In 
oq~il~ th• blank :f'or the Division of Oharitite we en-

deavo~•d 'b7 uaing the multiple oho1o• aoheme ratbar.fully 

to obtain mere or lass speaifio :f'aots on eaoh case ot 
_:f'ollar-up an4 reduce .the _personal enuation to a min1mum.. 

!hie bl~ was submittel, with the name of the child on 
. . 

whom the follow-up •as to be made. to the Direator o:f' 

Child-Oare. of the Division of Oh$rit1ea, and 1n turn th• 

blanks ••re re4istribu.te_d b1' him to th• workers who were 
£n:04arge of tile various children. The hta wre for the 

moat part obtained by the worker handling the child. Lim-

itations of th• method are 44,sou••d in another section 

of this work. 

BOONOJIIO STATUS A.Bl) l:ftllLLIGUOI. 

For this portion of the study, 220 oases were 

~nliable on which the eoonomio status ot the parent of 

the ohild was 4esignated b:, the terms, .pauper, uneJcilleA 

la.borer, •to. Tha intelligence rating of the ohild was 

also available. !rhe following ta.ble shows the rela.tion-

ahip between the aoonomio status of the pa.rent and the 
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intelligenoe of the ohilclren, using the Intelligence Quotient 

as a criterion of intelligence. 

!A.BLE I -----_______________ ....;... ___________ .,. 
-----+--------i-------------1-,, ----~i----D1iellipnoe 
lloonold.o 

status 
Q11.0t •tit Tote.la 

Paupar(i) 0 0 2 8 2 7 1 1 1 

l1n111c1lle4 162 -
Labor ( 2t 1 l 6 18 84 49 32 13 'I l Av.I,Q.84,1 

' -

8ltilled 88 
Iabor(-3) 0 0 0 'I 8 16 19 2 l· 0 .A:v l!I. Q.8 Ci. 2 

-· 

Small Bu.at· I 3 
ness Kan( ft 0 0 0 o- 0 1 1 1 .0 0 A.-;~ I, Q,-95.0 _____ .. 

-· -- I 1 -1 8 28 38 ,s " 17 t l 220 

, .. , ....... .w ...... 

se~era.l faota are at once oltservo.ble from this table. First, tbe 

modal point of intelligenoe in ea.oh separate group of 4.epen-

Aente 18 between 80 and 89 I.Q.; eeoond, 6~.7 per oent of the 

entir• 2P.0 oases 18 dull normal or below 1n inttlligenoe(this 

is based on !erman• a assu:a;rtion tb.at 80 to 90 I,Q, ie eigni-. 

fiea.nt of dull normal intelligenoe); third, 81.3 per oent 

or the 220 a~ees are offspring of :parents Whose eoonomio rat-

ing& are low; fourth, the average Intelligen Quotients of 

the four ~roups ehow some gradations; fifth, the correiation .. 

73. ·. 

' 

17 •' 

! 

t, 

1,' 

total& 

17 , 
0 A.v. I • Cl. 81 • 9 7 • 1 

;, 
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between eoonomio -.tatus o1 the parents and the intelligenoe 

of th• ohildren baaed on Pearson's Produ.ot-Koment formula 

is r = + .31 P.B. • ± .o,os. 
In this latter computation the as11J1Qti.on was made 

that. l. ·, 2,3 and ,, were the numerical ratings for the dif-

ferent degrees of eoonomS.o ability raiiging from Pauper_ 1 
_, to..:111,ll_ ks 1:ne1:1s Ken 4. 

Lastly, there is a noticeable variability in the 

gra4ation of per cents 1n the four g:roupa with reference 

to the number that rate as dull normal or be low in intel-

ligence. Of the ohildren of paupers 82.3 per cent are 

dull normal or beloWJ of the ohildren of unakille4 laborers . . . . . 
6'/ ~3 per oent; of the ohildren of_ skilled laborers· 66.'1 . 

per oent; and of the ohildren of anall bueineas men 33.3 

per oent. these per oente are based on the portions of . , 

tbe 220 oe.aes who fell in the various eaonomio ola.ssiti• . 

aat ions and not on the who.le number of oasea. 

Vi-,wiJlg these faots 1n my light, 
, , , 

one oarmo1 

help but eee that the indioat ions point to a verifioation 

of ou,r postulate, namel7, that the depen4ent child is one 

in whom there is the. taint of hereditaiiy inferiority. 4.4-

mittedly, not all of the points in our statistical study 

of eoonomio status and intelligenoe bear this out, bltt 

the prepon4eranoe of fa.ot is 4ec1de4l;v 1n favor of our 

postulate. 

llDI oJd.•~ uni'ortmate point in this mole portion 



of our etuq 1a that we were limited to 220 oas,s. Aside 

f'rom one group, the ohildren of' unsJcilled la.borers, the 

number of' oases in no sense represents a number f'rom whioh 

oonoluaions oan be drawn. l.nd yet, it oan be maintained 

as highly aignifioant that out-of 220 cases, 73.6 per cent 

of the group are ohi_ldren of unalcillei laborers. Even if 

• discount the f'aot of' intelligenoe, there remains another 

oonsi4eration, namely, this group represents a number that 

for some reason, either intelligence or $Oma other factor, . . 

ha.Te been, in our competitive life, shunted o'ff to the 

lower levels of' human efficiency. !l!hat is, it is the ala.ea 

represented by. the uneltilled la.borer that has been most 

potent in the problem of' the dependent ohild. Thia v«>uld 

seem to follow well the theory that the dependent is one 

in whom the herec1itary impetus to progress is poor. 

Another fact which strongly substant_ia.tes our 

postulate is in t~e per cent of the total number of oases 

that show inferiority. Yfe have alrea~ stated that 67,'I 

per cent of' the entire gro·up a.re below par in intelligence. 
. . .. 

Aside from the immediate and obvious signifioanoe of' thi• 
. . . . . . . . • I . 

noteworthy· inferiority of dependent children, whom.•· we 

~ave every reason to believe will not rise high 1n the 

aooial and eoonomio sos.le; is the fact of the seeming 

continuity of this inferiori~Y• Th• problera is, of course, 
.. 

essentially a biological one, but in so far as 1ntelligenoe 

measurements are worth-while indioations of the type of 
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individual that becomes dependent, the problem is a psy-

chological one also. It is to be .remembered tha. t these 

children wbo represent the major portion of our 220 cases 

are for the most part offspring of those who by other 

oriteria are also inferior. The oontinuity of inferiority 

obtains in the sense that these inferiors carry in the1r 

germinal qualities the eleqnte ~pr prooreating future 

inferiors and dependents. Four-fifths of our 220 oases 

repreeent·ohildren of parents whose eoonomio rating ie 
. . . 

low, and hence, whose place in the eoale of human effioien-

.. oy is also low. !his point seems to bear out our previous· 

statement of the persistanoe and continuity of inferioritJ 

1n dependent children, that they represent a social prob-

lem the ohief oharaoteristio of wllioh is unfitness for 

competitive life; the rate low in the soale of hUDBn 

effioienoy, and must be oared for by aooiety_as depen~enta. 

ne gradation of averages in the Intelligence 

Quotients is only suggestive, and the small measure of 
. .. 

difference between the four classes is probably due to 

the poor distribution of oases, the t =..+-.31 is also 

su,ggestive, but not a true measure of th~ relationship 

between economic status and intelligence. !his again is 

probably due to the small number of oases onwhioh the 

relationship was !Dia.sured, At lee.st, however, it ia 

suggestive of some relationship, and reveals a problem. 

whioh should have some further consideration, especially 



when other faota al.ready mentioned are considered. the ·baeia 

for our statement that this ooeffioient of correlation is not 

truly representative of the relationahip is based on the high-

er degree of relationship found by other investigators alreaq 

diaouae4. 

JIU!~ RBTABDJ.TIOB A.KONG DIPDDI.HS, 

ln thia oonneotion 88>· oaaee were use4 and the amount 
of retardation tabulated in terms of months with the frequeno7 
for eaoh measure. The table ahowa this olear3.1'. In the re-
tarl84 group were 193 oases. 

Jlental Betardation in Mouthe. 

0-D 6-1: 12-11 18-2 , 24-21 30-36 36~,J 42-4'1 ,a-as 64-51 

18 16 88 · 28 17 20 11 12 12 6 
l I 

60-61 66-7J 72-7, '18-SJ 84-89 90-95 96-10] 102~1CH 108-111 114-llt. 

' I 3 2 0 l 0 0 0 l 

' 

!hose who were "normal" ~r mentally aooelerated are comparative]1' 
Blll&ll in number ed are ahom b7 the :t'ollowing table. In thie 

group there were !'I oaaes. 



~ilLB II'b. 

T 

llormal or llental Aooeleration in Uonths. 
:I 

12•176-11 18-28o-a0
* 

L, 

' 6 9 & s 

!he din:ribution of Oh:ronologioal Age a in Whioh the retardation 

obtained JDa7 be eeen in the tolloWing table. 

~requeno1 of Retardation fo:r Ohronol~gi.oal Age. 

I 

I 

5_3., 4-4' 5-5111 6-6., 7-7" 8-8" 9-9" 10-10" 11-1111 12-12" 13-13" 14-
' ' 

2 ' 11 11 4 11 13 17 13 14 14 79 

As is shown b7 Table IIb, the number of oases ab.owing "normal" 

or aooelerated in.telligenoe level is snall, onl.7 27 in number.· 
' 

However, for purpo see of ola.rit7 the Ohronologioal Ages in whiOh 

the intelligenoe was normal or advanced is ab.own in the following 

table and the f:requenoiel tabu.lated for eaoh ·,.asure. 

~ilLB 1ia.. . 
' 

Jrequeno;v of !formal and Aooelerated for Ohronologioal Age. 
III 

13-13" 14-10-10" 11-11" 12-12"3-3" 9-9"7-7 1 8-8"4-4" 5-5" 6-6" 

9l03 l 0l3 23 40 
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!he table on the following page shows the actual Ohronologioal 

Ages of the subjects, stated in terms of y$ara; the freq"Q.enoies 

of retardations are plotted for eaoh of these ages in multiples 

of six months, that is ranging from 0-5 to 114-119 months, 

In all oases where the su.bjeot was 14 years of ·age 

ae in Table Ile, these have been plotted under the 14 year 

group in our tables. The Intelligence Quotients and retar-

dation or aooeleration of au.oh aubjeots has also been oom~ 

pute4 on the "14-18 a.r hypothe sie". 
" 

Of the 220 oases stu41e4 87.7 per oent show inferior-

ity of varying degrees. This has been studied in a variety 

of oonneotione and is presented in the foregoing 1n tabular 

form. 
Only 12.3 per oent of our oases show normal or ao-.. 

oelerated intelligenoe. :Prom !able Ila we see that the median 

retardation for the 193 oases of inferiority is 32,23 months. 

lProm the distribution in Table Ilo the median Ohronologioal 

Age of retardation is 12.'15 yea.re. The oases which prepon-

derate in this distribution are those at 14 years of age 

and above, all of whioh have been plotted 1n the 14 year 

category for reasons previously mentioned. Table Ilo 

ahowa not only the retardation of dependents for the various 

Ohronologioai Agee, but also amplifies somewhat Table IIo 

in that. it show• the frequency of reta.rdation for increasing 

six month periods. A study of this table shows that approx-

imately 42 :per oent of the retarded oases nave a retardation 



TABLll Ile ... 

I 
c-
0 
r-1 

I 

Retardation in Months 

0- 6-
5 11 

12- 18- 24- 30- 36- 42- 48- 54- 60-66- 72- 78-8'-90-96- 102-108-114-
17 23 29 36 41 47 53 59 65 71 77 83 89 9 5 101 107 113 119 Total 

3-
3" 

4... 
4" 

5- -
5" 

6-' 
6" 

7--
"1" 

8-, 
8" 

9-. 
9" 

10-
10" 

11-
11" 

12- -
12" 

13-
13" 

14--

1 l 

2 1 

3 5 

1 5 

1 
3' 

1 3 

4 1 

2 1 

1 

1 
3 3 

1 

l 2 

5 

1 1 1 

2 3 l 1 1 

5 1 l 1 l 

3 3 3 1 1 1 

1 3 3 l 2 

I l 3 2 5 

2 2 2 2 2 1 1 1 
6 11 7 12 7 4 8 4 7 2 3 1 1 1 

2 

4 

11 

11 

' ll 

13 

17 

13 

14 

14 
79 

17 26 24 28 1'1 20 15 12 13 5 7 2 3 2 1. 1 
-,..-

193 



equal to or greater than the median retardation for the entire 

group of 193 oases. 

As we have only 27 cases that show normal or aooel-

erate4 intelligence no study has been ma.de of these other than 
•to tabulate them for purposes of lucidity. 

!he signifioanoe of the fao~s presented in the mental 

retardation of dependent subjects hardly meds DBntion. One 

most astounding feature shown by our tables is the l)reponder-

anoe of inferiority ab.own in the 220 cases studied to be 8'1 ., 

per oent. It seems that our min thesis is su;ppo rted largel.7 

by this finding. Without entering tnto the arguments ~• to 

what are the factors in general intelligenoe, the dependent 

undoubtedly is proven to be inferior 1n that "something" 

which tests purport to measure. We have already shown pre-

Viousl.7 that whether, in truth, tests mBaeure intelligenoe 

or another faotor or faotors or whether the 1nd1Vidual ia 

high, medium. or low 1n what is maasu.red, oan be used as a 

baaia for predicting the degree of human efficiency that the 

individual will show•. 

One might· objeot to some of these oonolusions by 

saying that our data show 12.3 per cent who are normal or 

accelerated in intelligenoe. Howaver, in handling the gen-

eral problem of dependency om cannot reason from exception. 

It is logioal to believe that perhaps there are other factors 

entering into the reason for these oases beoomillg dependent. 

In the light of our previous statements, and if inheritance 



plqe tbs role that we believe, 'the parents of these ahildren 

must remain an unsolved problem because our data do not lend 

themselves to speoifio treatment of this kind, that ia, as-

oertaining the heredit7 of the particular 27 oases who are 

·normal or above. 

Another faot whioh is etrongl7 indicative of the 

group which tends to become dependent, is revealed in that 

42 percent of the whole group of inferiors equal or exceed 

1n retardation the a,dian retardation of the group. Thia 

seems not onl.7 t,o point out that sooiet7 must support re-

tarded children, but also gives eome general idea of the 

aeriousneas of the retardation. Undoubtedq some of the 

193 oases will becom eelf-aupportirlg at a rather low eoon-

omio leve 1, mt the faot that 42 per oent equal. or exoeed 

a retardation of about two and one-half years wouid seem 

to show that many Will always be dependent even ae adulta, 

perhaps even in many instanoea inatitutional oases. While 

only a very rough indication, yet as a general index of 

the eeriouenesa of retardation a.a a faotor in dependenoy, 

one might eubtraot the median retardation of the group from 

the median Ohronologioa.l Age of the same group. result 

would be a Mental Age of slightly m6:re than 10 yea.rs. Assum-

ing the typical dependent to be of not more than 10 7eara 

mentality, what is to be expected? The chief point is this: 

we oan no longer talk knowingly of the sooial factors 1n 

hpendenoy. !he basis of dependency is to be found elsewhere. 
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and that, 1n an inherent un~itne ae which ms.ke s him very 

logically & dependent. 

ilALYSI8 OP SOCIAL J'A.OTORS• 

.lpropos to the f&ot that mat oonsiderations of 

the oauaes of dependency deal primarily with social f'actora 

involved. an attempt hae been made in the present studJ' to 

malce an analysis of suoh factors. Por the most part such 

an analysis ia extremely unaatiafaotory as will hereinafter 

appear. While it is possible, in many instances, to isolate 

per ee certain unitary social faotore as the causes of de-

pendency, on the other hand there are many oases where euah 

an assumption is impossible because of .the complexit7 of 

the social f'aotors themselves. J'mrther, as Will appear 

later, all of these factors are so annexed to other more 

fundamental oonditions in dependency that the so-called 

eaa.tal causes of dapenaenoy become in themselves n:erely the 

objective BJ'Dlptoms or results of a con.di tion inherent in 

the types of individuals who become dependent. 

We have analyzed 229 oases in this study. This 

was the number on which the data were clear and complete, 

and whioh at the saD time could be subjected to statistical 

treatment. Those oases which did not fulfill these require-

ments were discarded. The number d14oarded was not large 

enough to seriously invalidate the statistioal results on 



the cases studied. That is, the oases discarded were not 

select in any one factor or set of factors. Henoe, the oases 

used represent Within the limits of the number studied a 

random sampling of all the aooial causative factors in de-

pendency, the same as ·if the whole number, including dis-

oards, had been used. However, the oases are select in the 

••ns• that, being dependent children, they are the very 

beet group fromwhioh to study social causative factors• 

.The method of gathering data was from question 1, 

under II. Oharaoter and Behavior, in our follow-up que s-

tio:miaire (See E:x:hibit II) submitted to the Division of 

Charities. As our analysis progressed it was found feasible 

to use in conjunction With this first question, question 5, 

under I. Environment. The purpose of using the ae two 

questions together will become clearer later. The first of 

these two questions is: 

Is child a ward because of :(Oheok term which applies). 

()Parental neglect, ( ) Broken Houa , 

()Inability to adjust. tllllegitimac;v, 

The second of these two questions is: 

Is home broken?( Oheok term or terms which apply). 

( )lt'ather 'cttta.4 ( ))Lother dead. ( )Both parents dead. 

( )Di.voroe ( ) Separation. t) Immorality. 

In each of these questions, the social wo:rlcer for the Division 

~f Charities was expected to do as direoted, that is, merely 

ahaok the faotor or faotors in eaoh question that applied 



to the individual whose case was being followed. At this 

juncture 1 t is important to make clear what was expeote4 

in the different categories in question l, under II. Char-

acter a.nd Behavior. Effort was ma.de to align as far as 

possible all the oiroumstanoes wliiah might be assigned as 

unitary oauaes of dependency. An analysis of our data 

Which follows later will show how ill-adviaed it was in 

the present etu.4¥ to attempt to isolate any single factor 

or group of suoh factors as unitary oa•••• of depen4enoy. 

Social factors are by no means mutually exclusive. There 

is much overlappi:og. lor example, it is impossible to 

assign parental mgleot aa a unitary oauee, because thie 

faot, Which may be stated as the reason for a dependent 

ohild, may be complicated with another factor which we have 

designated as broken home. Again, parental neglect m&1 

be aeeooiate4 also with illegitimaoz~ as a oauae of depen-

dency. 

Bot only have we the foregoing to say in oriti-

oiem of our method of follow-up,but also, as our analysta 

progressed we found tbat as14e from the normal social 

oauaes of dependenoy, there may be in the differing oate-

. goriea, what we shall term, for want of a more adequate 

n•e, abnormal social oauaea. 

With relation to normal oiroumatanoes of depend-

ency, there are assigned social causes which are totallJ 

extrinsic to the child, as in the case where tl:e ohild is 



left without support by the death of both parents. Su.ah 

oasea, of oourae, fall into the oategory of those who are 

dependent because of a broken home,and the faotors in- . 

volvea are normal. 

Again, there are those cases i1n which the child 

is made dependent because of the death of one parent, and 

the oonseque nt inability of the remaining parent ( mother 

in most oasea) to support· the child. Thie would s.lso fit 

into our category of broken home as the oause of the depen-

dency, and the cirou.mstancee would be normal. However, 

on the other han4, it doe a not follow that in all oaeea 

where one parent is deoea.eed that the cause of dependency 

is a nonnaJ. one. The oause may be abnormal in the sens• 

that pa1:ental negleo.t must be ooneidered as the chief 

factor 1n dependency. The surrtving parent may Wilfully 

shi}k responsibility in oaring for the ohild. In suoh 

oaeea the oausal faotora are undoubte411' abnormal. 

Referring again to parental neglect, not only 

may we have au.oh oases as have al.ready bben mentioned, 

but there may be dependenoy resulting from eoCllomic ineft1-

o1en01' of both parents, or shiftlessness. In either oaae 

it would be a mooted question as to whether tha as.uses were 

normal or abnormal.. Explanations might be multiplied. 

However, we have oi ted enough exanplee to show clearly the 

complications into whioh one is thrown when an analysis of 



•social oauses of dependency is attempted. In order to make,· 
/ 

clearer the various oontentions advanoed in this aualysill. 

as preV1ousl7 etated, we have ueed data oollected from 

question 6, under I. Environment. Originally, no attempt 

of this kind was contemplated, but an example will show 

wlq we have resorted to this athod. J'or example, of the 

227 oasea etUdied, 51 were reporte4 as being state war4e 
(dependents, strictly.speaking) because of parental ne•leot. 

On firet thought, such oases would seem. to be those in 

which parents have simply shirked respons1 d.litJ for th• 

su;pport of the child, by throWing the burden on aooiet;y. 

Buoh, h01rever, 1s not the case. As a matter of fact, the 

faotor of parental negleot 1e shown b;y our data to be 

coupled with man:, other factors of Wide variab111t7, rang-

ing from oaeee in which tbe mother ii deceased, the ass111Q-

t1on being that the father is guilty of neglect in theae 

oaeea, to other instancea of association of"parental negleot 

with divorce, separation and immoralit;y. 

While our method of statietioaJ. analysis mq seem 
irregular, since the original purpose of the follow-up 

inquirJ was to have been different, it eeeme tha.t our statis-

tical results Bhow enough consistency to.warrant the prooed-
. ure whioh we have adopted, and to make the method perfectly 
valid, The type of analysis adopted does not lend itself 

to tabular form', henoe we have stated on the following page 

in outline the results of the analysis of social factors. 



I. Parental lfegleot. 

Begleot b7 mother after father's 4&ath 
?legleot b7 fathe1' after mother' e death 
Begleot 1P. to divorce 
Begleot due to separation
Begleot due to inmoralit7 
Begleot due to both separation and immoralit7 
?legleot b7 mother after father's death; also report
of immoralit7 on part of mother 
Beglect b7 both parents; both reported to be in 
the infirmar,' 
Begleot by both parents on aocoimt of b&ing ph7-
81oall7 inoapaoitat•I
Begleot because of economic inefficieno, of .parents 

7 oaeea 
14 oasea 

1 O&N 
ll oaaea 
8 oaeea 
3 oaeee 
7 oaeea 

1 oaae 
2 caaee 
2 cases 

~otal, 66 oaaea 

A.bout 24.7 per oent of the 227 oases are reported as depen-

dent b&oause of parental neglect. With regard to what haa 

alread7 been said concerning unitary faotora, a glance at 
the table will suffice to show how impossible is the isolation 
·ot one factor. Only five oasea are olear-out oaaea of parental 

neglect; all othere are complicated in one W&1' and another 
with other faotora. This would leave 51 oases for which 
aome explanation muat be made. J.aeuming that the seven oases 
reported as negleotel b7 the mother after the father's death, 
were not trra oases of parental neglect but rather inability 
of the mther to provide; further, assuming the S81l8 thing 
for the Hven oases reported.as neglected ,by the mother who 

is also reported immoral, there are still 81 of the 51 oases 
for which some aooounting must be mde. In previous chaptere 
we have repeatedly emphasized the eletmnt of human effioien-

07 in relation to the problem of dependency. Part of h'lllDfm. 
effioienoy, in fact, tke first function of human efficiency 



of high order is to care for one's om.. If the ee a.ata are 

at all revealing. thin the indioatione are that dependent 

children are produced by a group in which the role of human 

efficiency is of 1ow order showing socially in the neglect 

of their. ohildren. The logical construction to be put on 

theae 37 oases just mentioned, is that they are dependent. 

not primarily as a result of sooial causes. but because of 

a fundamental and inherent dearth 1n the individuals of ... 
whom they are the progen,--a potentially inferior t~--

who produce the same kind of children and who are incapable 

of full sooial responsibility for their offspring for 

reasons already rm nti o.n•4. 

II. Inability to Adjuat. 

In this category for follow-1,p purposea, the 

motive was to ascertain the number o:f oases that beca11111 

dependent because of factors inherent in the individual. 

Statement has already been ma.de of some of these possible 

type•. J.s a matter of tact, wven -w:L th a full history of 

the oaee, it is very often diffioult to solve whether a 

wardship is due to ( in maladjusted oases) actual anamaliea 

in the individual or in the home. In this oategor7 not 

enough oases were reported to make any findings reliable 

or valid. Many of the dependents on whom psychologioal 

studies had been made had been different1ate4 as unstable 

types. It was thought that some study of tm correlation 

between the psychological diagnosis and the factors in the 
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maladjustment of the indivldua.l would be possible. The plan 

was not feasible. A total of only 7 oases were reported 

as dependant beoauae of inability to adjust. Only 3 of 

these oases are differentiated as dependent solely, beoause 

of this, while 3 oases are oomplioated W1 th separation of 

the parent 8, a.ni one with the father 1 I! clea'th &D4 immorality 

on the pa.rt of the mother. Henoe, no ai:Jalysia of this cate-

gory is undertaken. 

III. Brqken Hoa. 

Dependent after father's death 
Dependent after mother's death 
Dependent after death of l:nth parents
Dependent after divorce 
Dependent after separation
Dependent after 1mmoralit7 
B:~ena:m after feitration and immorality 

en n after a er's death and 1mmora1ity 
on mother's part
Dependency oomplioated With death of parents.
divoroe, separation, and immorality--a mis-
oellaneous group 

8 ca.see 
18 oases 
24 oases 

3 oases 
14 oases a oases 

3 oases 

4 oases 

I oases 

total, '' oases 

fhs grou;p i~ which dependen:,y is asor1 bed to tlB broken hom 

forms tbe largest single category of our 227 oases, oansiat-:-

ing of 79 oases or about 34.8 per oent. Commenting on this 

table it wt.11 be noticed the. t 24 ot thet 79 ·oases that are 

rep'orted as dependent because of the broken home, this 

breaking of the home has been due to the death of l:nth par-

ents. It might be argued that suoh an insta.noe is the only 

normal c1roumstanoe under which a home oan be broken. That 

is, even in the 8 oases where the home is broken beoauee 
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of the father's death, and the 18 ca.see beoause of the mother• s 

18 it not plausible to assume that there are also possible 

faotors of parental negleot? And w1 thout doubt, every 

other faotor IIBntioned in the table as being a oontributing 

facto% to the broken home is of a deoidedly abnormal nature, 

abnormal in the sense that it forms an outlet of too little 

importance to be used as a fundam'9ntal oauee of tependenc7. 

Viewing the matter candidly, divoroe, separation and other 

factors in the table are only SJDD.Ptoms. Socially they 

may be stated as the reason for the broken hom and the oon-

sequent dependency resulting thereform. But there is a 

more fundamental. wrong present, when progeny will be 

Shunted oft to the oare ·of society because of suoh reaeona. 

P~gen:y Who beoome dependent are tm unfortunate W"iotims 

of parents whose natures follow a line of least reaistanoe. 

To reoapituJ.at• somewhat, even in the instanoe of the 24r 

oases whose dependeno7 is assigned to the broken home be-

cause of death of both parents, there is another side to 

the story. Most families and parents, even of average 
• 

standard, make some provision within reason, by the use 

of fraternal o:rga:nizations, insurance and so on, for oare 

of their offspring in oaae of parental death. What of these 

24 oases? The average fBnily would not even so much as 

entertain the thought of their children ever becoming de-

pendent wards of the state. ~hey woul4 deem it disgrace-

ful. Again, in many cases relatives o~ one or the other 



ext the  respond to the need of totally ·orphaned 

children. With all of these normal possibilities of normal 

oare of parentlees offspring, and others whioh might be 

ment1oned, it seems reaso~ble to argue that even in oiroum-

sta.noee where children are dependent because of a broken 

home ooneequ.ant from the death of both parents, the parents 

represent a type of a decidedly inferior strain. One might 

argue that in such oases a manifestiation of ability to 

assume obligation is indicative of intelligence. That is, 

ea.oh parente have failed to make provision for offspring 

even up to the standard of' the average, and having failed 

in this respect they show indioations of a social infer-

iority, Br1•:n,;· then, to return to ou basic the eia,. such 

parenta are low in the soale of human efficiency. With 

referenoe to other types of broken homes, e-ven in the oasea 

where the holll8 is broken from death of one or other of the 

parents, as previoualy stated, these oases may be coupled 

with the faotor of parental neglect or, to add another 

possibility, economic inefficiency on the part of the sur-

viving_parent. However, in any case, our fundaDBntal ar-

gwnent aeems to be upheld, that such faots stated as 

oaueea of dependency are actually symptoms of inferiority. 

therefore, ohil aren of such parents beoolll8 4epenclent not 

because of any of the mentioned social faotors, but ac-

tually and factually beoauee of this same inferiority, 

functioning as a negated social responeibility for their 
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ohildren. An inspection of a:rzy of the other oauaee of the 

broken home will show praotioally the same faots in subatan-

tiation of our argument on dependency as a problem in in-

fefiority or low human effioienoy. In other words, it ia 
' 

not within the realm of reason to assume tla t separation, 

divorce, and other suoh eooial oaus••• even if ascribed 

ae reasons for the broken hoae, would oause both parents 

( if even of the average) to willingly negate the re epon-

s1 bil1ty of prov1~1ng through normal ohannels proper 

oare for their children if left orphaM. 

·IV•. Illegitimaoy. 

Dependency on basis of immorality alone 
Dependenoy on basis of separation and immorality
llisoellaneous instances of illegitimacy after 
father's death, separation, e.o. 

20 oases 
4 oasea 

4 caaee 

Total, 28 oaeea 

Little need be said oonoerning illegitimaoy as a oause of 

dependency. This has received some treatment in a preVioua 

oonm otion. Again/ we oan only point. out the faot· that 
•

illegitirnaoy is a symptom and. hot a cause. The faot tb.a.t 

illegitimate children. are in tha world bes:pe aka a oondition 

which..Jnust have a reason other than mere ohanoe. Our oon-

lN.lllon is that the illegitimate ohild is in the vast 

majority of oases inferior, and the offepring of inferior 

individuals. We have already oited the study of Wooley 

and Weidensall in whioh they find 40 to 15 per cent of 

immarried institutional oases. Those who lean 



to a social explanation of dependency might argue that there 

are oases of illegitimacy that do not beooIJB dependent. 

We have no quarrel w1 th suoh a. statement. However, in such 

oases migb.t it not also be oontended that, inasmuoh as there 

are those who have illegitimate children that do not become 

· dependent, this would be a measure of the superiority of 

such individuals. In other word~, human efficiency would 

function highly in such cases. We have no 1Deans of knowing 

even conjecturally how many su.oh oases there are, but suoh 

a statement used as an argument against our fundamental 

postulate, that dependency is a problem in low human effi-

ciency or inferiority, would seem, in the light of fa.ct 

to substantiate our hypotho11e rath•r ihan ref'ute.1.tt. We 

knowthat so far as any researches have Bhown anything, 

tl:at illegitimate children a.re the progeny of inferior 

pa.rents, and it seems a safe contention that the ma3or 
portion of our 28 oases cited as dependent would fall in 

a. category-of not only inferior children, but the proge111' 

of inferior parents. 
V. Pa.rental Neglect +Inability to Adjust. 

Only one of , our 221 oases falls in this group. 

In this ~nsta.noe, separation is complicated with ~ther facts. 

We have no means of knowing wbethe r separation or sol'D9th1ng 

inherent· in the individual is responsible for the dependency. 

Hence, no analysis is attampted. 
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VI. Parental .Negleot +Broken HoD:8. 

Dependent after mother's death 8 cases 
Dependent after death of lx>th parents l case 
Dependent after divoroe 3 oases 
Dependent after separation 9 oases 
Dependent after separation and immorality 6 oasea 
Dependen•7 associated With mother's death aDl 
immorality · .ft oases 
Dependeno7 associated with divoroe, separation
and immorality
llisoellaneoua 

5 ·oases 
l qase 

Total, 36 0&888 

It has already been stated that to disregard the 

faot of parental neglect in oonneotion with oertain faotora 

causing the moken home ls difficult. In a fairly large 

number of oases, 36 in number, tbe child was reported aa 

dependent because of the combination of the two factors. 

The subjeot of parental responsibility ha.a already been 

treated full7 in ool1Il8otion with other categories, and 

suggeetion has been made as to i ta function in human effi-

cien07. A study of this table marely reinforces our pre-

Ttoua. contentione. The oombined category reported as a 
cause of dependeno7 is simply a sooi al symptom of low human 

efficiency, in which divorce, separation, death of a parent, 

and so on aot as tbe precipitating oonditions for the•• 

&11DPto1111. The symptoms themselves are not causations on 

which to base dependency, but •ru.11 objective aspects of 

basio inferiorit7. Children are dependent not because of 

parental neglect plus a broken home, but beoause·the 

individuals who are responsible for them are of that type 



of human effioienoy whio.h is too low in fu110tioning to 

assume t~e responsibilities of parenthood; 

VII. Parental Neglect+ Illegitimacy. 

Dependent because of immorality 6 asea 
Dependent beoa.use father dead and immora.l~ty 
on part of mother l oa.s, 
Dependent beoauae of separation and immorality l case 

Total, 8 ca.sea 

Kuoh has already been said on the fa.ct of both parental 

negleot and 1llag1timaoy as oausea of dependency. In thia 

table is included a small number of the 227 oases in which 

the factor of parental neglect is complicated by illegiti-

mao7. Which factor is dominant as the cause of the depend-

eno7 is difficult to say. As we have considered both 

faotora in our previous dieouesion, both are symptoms of 

inferiority. To assign eithar of the two as a cause for 

dependency is to assign a symptom as a cause. In other 

worda, taken separately or in combination, these two fao-

tore are only agents of a more basic and inherent condition 

through whioh children become dependent. 

VIII. Inability to Adjust + Broken Rom. 

Dependenq following mother's death 4 oases 
Dependency following divoroe a oaNB 
1-p•ndency following father's death, also 
1nmoraJ. conduct etate4 2 oas~s 
Dependency following father's death; also aepa-
ration stated in report 2 oases 

Tota.l , ll cases 

In this combined category there is no means of telling 



whether inability to adjust,. that is :taots inherent in the 

in1.ividua.l, or the broken 
, 

hone is to be regarded as the 

mi,.jor oauee of the dependency. In :tour of the oases, the 

118 bility o:t tm child to adjust to the father may be the 

reason for dependency, or the factors to be considered 

may be -those in the· father. W'i th the remaining number, 

the faots are oomplioated by sa.oh things as divorce, 

se2aration, and immoral conduct. Because of the unrelia-

bility of the data, no analysis is attempted. 

IX. Parental lfegleot + Inability to 
Adjust+ Illegitimacy. 

In this combined oategory only one case falls. 

The definite contributing oause to the category is stated 

as immorality. No other data are available and no analysis 

ia attempted. 

SU'M!AARY OF ANALYSIS OJ SOCIAL FAOTOBS. 

In meny respects tba analysis of social factors 

in dependency is limited and orude. Moreover, the analysis 

does not purport to be conclusive. It is, however, highly 

suggestive and pro~adeut1(L to the theory of dependency 

profoundea at length throughout this study. The method o:t 

analysis by category, although somewhat more lengthy than 

another form might have beeri, has been used because it 

tends to show not only the simple unitary causes and their 

combination for dependency, but also the facts which con-

tributed to these categories. That is, it is more enlighten-
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ing to know that there are 14 oases where the mother is 

dea4 and the children are dependent because of parental 

negleot due to the mother's death than to kmw that such 

and suoh a number of oases are dependent simply because 

of parental neglect. A simple statement of a unitary sooial 

cause ie many times misleading. The method of analysis whiab. 

is used here enables one to aee the faot back ,of the so·cial 

oause. 

In the majority of instances, as will be seen 

from statements following each table, tb:J inference drawn. 

though not oqnolueive, but which can be takan as strongly 

positive evidence, is that social. causes are not in tham-

selvea the actual reasons for dependency. They are indioa-

tiona only, and must be analyzed in the light of the facta 

which are responsible for the social cause. When this is 

done, it is impossible to agree with the sociologist that 

the social oause alom is responsible for dependency. 

A.dmitting; some doubt in some insta!loes with regard to in-

feriority as the fundamental cause of dependency, and we 

have been frank on this point, an analys1s of the con-

tributing factors seems to show a preponderance of evidence 

in substantiation of the oonoept that dependency is almost 

inevitably based on J:lhe degree of human efficiency possible 

in the individu.el.~ 

OTHIIR DATA ON SOOIAL CAUSES OF DEPENDENCY 

In a previoue chapter we have discussed oonditions 
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.of general dependency aside from its technical or legal con-

notat-ions. In connection tdrth the present chapter we have 

attempted an analysis of sooial faotore as reported to us 

for the present investigation. Howett (3) writing in The 

·Ohio Bulletin presents an analysis in tabular form of 1981 

oases running over a period of over seven years. Herewith 

the table is presented verbatim. Referring to the table• 

Kr. Howett says, "• •••• tJ?.ere is no one dominant factor 

which oausea dependency and delinquency unless it is that 

the home 1a not functioning fully in 1ts place in our o1Vil-

ization. The statistics given 1n the table are not oomplete. 

or accurate ~no.ugh to be used as a basis for a positive oon-

olusion. It seems to shOw conoluaively that there are entire-

17 too many broken homes. Very few of the children are full 

orphans. JlaDl' of them have both parents 11ving. " 

Children Received April SO, 1914, to January 1, 1928. 

*PlllDllY OAU8BS or DBPENJ)JUJOY. 

Olaseifioation llumber Per oent 

Both pt.rents dead 14'7 '1 ., 
Jathe:r clead 266 13.4 
Mother dead · 889 14.6 

Parente eepax-atet 145 '1.3 
loeter pa~nts separated a .1 

Daeerted bJ' both parents 31 1.15 
Deaeried by fathe,:, 116 5·.9 
J>eaerted by mother '16 3,8 
Deserted by foater mother l ,05 

- - - .. - - .. - - - - - -· - - - - - - - - - - - .. - - - - -*These oauaea are approx:1~•, as "Cause of Dependency" is not 
always stated in Jamily History. In that case, it is taken 
from oommitment or f~om correspondence oonoerning the· case. 



O.laseitioation Jfumber Per· oent 

Parents unable to oare tor 
Koth.er unable to oare for 
Jather unable to care for 
Jather 111 

Immoralit7 of 1x> th parenta 
Immorality of father 
Immorality of mother 
Drunken father 
Drunken mother 
Impria onment ot tather 

Laoking parental oare 
BOID9 unfit 
Dependent
Jleeble-m1Dde4 

lather teeble-min4e4 
K0 ther feeble-minded 

Insane 
lather insane 
Mother insane 

lledioal treatment 
. 8n>h111tio 

!uberoula:r 
O:rippltl. 
Deat·· and dumb 
_Jpetoh defeot 

lather epileptio
Koth.er epileptio 
Mother tubercular 
Pe1i1t Laroe~ 
Delinqtaent · 
Incorrigible
Immoral 
Bae illegitimate Ohild . 
Bupeffia ion 
Boofii.l -problem
Obae rv&lion 
Joun4,11:og
8urrender•4 by mother 
Unkn.01111 _i_c 

·~1 
M~-
tf'al, 

8 .a 
158 7.7 

2 .1 
6 .3 
4 .a 
.,, .4 

69 3.4 
10 .6 s .a 
30 1.5 

116 5,9 
'" 2.38 .1 

5 .3 
' .288 1.3 
1 .05 
6 .z 

36 1.7 
15 .s 

6 .3 
2 I ,1 

181 9.1 
8 .8 
1 ,06 
1 .05 z .a 
3 .2 
8 .1 

23 1.2 
7 .4 
2 .1 

16 .a 
61 8.6 
1 .05 
9 ., 
g ., 
1 .05 
'' 2.1 

1981 100.• 0 

In na general and praotioaJ. aspeots the foregoing table d.oea 
not differ Widely from our own more detail• d analysis o~ 

social oausea 1D dependenc;r. !he same categories have not been 

11884, such as parental neglect, broken home and others, bu.t 



the faotors whioh have contributed to these oategoriel have 

been used in this table. A.gain, one notes tht wile varia-

bility of sooial faotors responsible for dependenoy. Also, 

one notes how the faotor of social irresponsibility oharao~ 

terizea most of the oauses that are oited in the table. Kr. 
Howett' a oonclue1on that the home is not functioning ade-

41.li. tel7 in our oivilized life may be an explanation. But 

it does not seem that any of the factors ta.ken either aepa-

ratel7 or oolleotively, whether used as an explanatory 

basis for the mal-fu.notioning home or as primary oausas of 

dependency, is adequate to either. It is true that th••• 

various factors may indioate that the home is not what it 

M.) to be, but on the other hand, the home i~ probably 

all that i .2!:!l. be. That is, there is a fundamental Virus 

to account for the poorly fa.notioning home, aild this is 

the inferior germinal element in the indiVidual.s who are 

oi1ed in the table as those who permit•their offspring to 

become dependent t,eoause of these so-called oauses of de-

pendency. The causes of dependency are not commensurate 

with the problem itself. To the social oauae must be adde~ 

the fundanental virus in order to make an explanation that 

is coextensive with the problem. This fundamntal virus 

is infel"iority. And this inferiority is manifest in the 

maJ.-funotioning home, or stated in o~her terms. lowered 

human efficiency, objectified in many oases by the symptoms 

shown in the table. 
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so:ram FACTORS IN THE PROGNOSIS ON DEPENDENCY. 

Two aspeots of analysis are undertaken in this phase 

of our study. In question 8, under II. Charaoter and Behavior 

report was made as to whether the dependent child had tended 

to improve under placement. The findings from this question 

were analyzed in conjunotion with the Intelligence Quotient 

of the ohild, and his Chronological Age at the time of be-

ooming a ward. Oomplete data were available on 139 oases. 

In the following tables plus (+) is designatd.ve of improve-

ment; minus (-) of no improvement. 

TABLE III 

Intelligenoe luotient 

Improvemnt 50-69 60-M 70-79 80-8~ 90-99 100-10~ 110-11~ 120-129 Tot,i 

+ 0 7 19 33 28 8 -6 1 94 

- 3 6 12 16 6 3 0 0 45 

Totals 3 13 31 49 33 ll 6 l 139 

The foregoing table shows the number at separate I.Q. intervals that 

show improvement under placement, and those who do not. Reducing 

these to a percentage, using the total number of cases at eaah 

interval (except in one instance) as a basis for computing the per 
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oent we have the following: 

I.Q. 
" 

so-59 : 
60-69 : 

o.°" 
53. 8~ 

improve.
" " 70.:.79 : 61. 2" " " " 

80-89: 
90-109• 

67.3~
a1.a~ " " n 

" 
110-119= 100. 
120-12 9= 100 % " ,, 

In the above table we have followed Tel'DD&n's idea of classifi-

cation with regard to normal or average_ intelligence. The 

oases under the two I.Q. intervals, 90-99 and 100-109 have 
been combined into the interval and the peroentage computed 

on the be.sis of the total. number of oases in these two groups. 

!rhat there is mme relationship existing between 

actual improvement and the intelligence of the individual 

aeems fairly evident from a study of these tables. The per 

oent of inoreaae of those who improve under placement ie 

quite gradual as the Intelligence Quotient increases. What 

is the signifioanoe of thie? Su.oh findings seem to show that 

in: predicting the suoaess or failure of a dependent child, 

the capacity- for success is an impottant factor. In other 

words, the lower the intelligence of the individual the leea 

favomble are hie cha.noes for success when placed, and V1oe 

versa. 
If intelligence ie the individual's ability to 

adjust his thinking to new conditions of life, and to a.dapt 

to new problems and situations, then those who have leas 

intelligence are handicapped by a lack of oapaoity for thie 

adjustment and adaptation. 
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Placement in its essential features marely maans 

that the individual is faoed with a certain situation to which 

he must adjust and adapt his thinking. Of those less capable., 

of such demands, a smaller per cent improve because improTe-

ment is limited by ability to improve; of those more oapable, 

a larger per cent improve because such a group has greater 

capacity for meeting the demands of the environment. 

All other things equal, the reason for institutions 

for the feeble-minded is that a complex outside environment 

oalls for oapaoitiee w1 th Which the feeble-minded are not 

endowed. Suoh individuals demand a simpler environment, 

one 00I11Densurate With their intelligence. Therefore, arti-

ficial conditions must be provided for them through insti-

tutional care. 

Pintner•s previously mentioned contention, that 

prediction for sucoess or failure is dependent upon what 

objective criteria are used as designative of SUDcess or 

taalure, is very timely, In the present status of eociologioal 

investigation, it is not known what constitutes the average 

or normal environment. Without doubt there is need for eci-

entifio enlightenment on this point. With the oases here 

used, the improvement or non-improvement of the dependent 

was left to the judgment of the social worker handling the 

oa.ee. But inasmuab. as our results show a fairly gradual 

increase from those who fail wholly to meet environmental 

demands, to the most intelligent group that shows a 100 
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per oent suooess in this requirement, it seems plausible 

to assume that, at least in the essential features, environ-

mental conditions were somewhat constant. Referring again 

to the element of human efficiency inthe problem of depend-

eno7, here again we have the relationship between intelli-

gence and efficiency demonstrated. Those of less intelligence 

manifest less human efficiency in meeting the demands of 

placement, while those of more intelligence show greater 

effio ieno7. 

Improvement and non-improvement have been analyzed 

in connection With the Chronological Age of the child at the 

time of his becoming a ward. Results are shown in the fol-

lowing table: 

!!!ABLE IV. 

Chronological Age at the Tiae of Becoming Ward 
I 

Improve-I Iment Totals9-11" 12-14"0-2" 3-5" 6-8" 15-1'7" 

+ 94 

- 45 

28. 39 139Totals 10 86 1'119 
--.• 

9 1'1 80 16 22 10 

l 2 6 12 17 7 

These various Chronolgioal Age intervals reduced to a per-

cent ,se basis, using the total number of cases at each in-



terval as a basis for oomputing the per oent • sh.owe the. following 

resultei 

90. of oaeea 0-2.9 7ea.rs of age improve. 
· 88.8~ of oasee 3-5. 9 7ears of age improve

'16. of case a 6-8.9 7ea.re of age improve
5'1.al of ca.sea 9-11.9 years of age improve
56.4r~ of -ca.see l2-l4r.9 ;rears of age improve 
58.8~ of oases 15-17.9 years of age _improve 

:from this table it would appear that the age of tm ohild wb8n 

becoming a ward is an important consideration when predicting 

for sucoess or failure of .the child. It is o bvioue that 

the aha.noes of suooess among younger ohild.ren is greater than 

that of older children. The deorea.ee in per oent of those 

that improve is greater from 6-8.9 years .to 9-11.9 7eara 

than between any other intervals. Thie, with the fact that 

those children in interval. 12-14.9 iea.rs show the smallest. . 
per oent of tho se that improve , brings to light several 

important considerations and problems in child psychology. 

Any discussion of these points would of necessity involft 

muoh w1th reference to the genetio unfoldment of the chil4, 

and hence, _can only be dealt with in a brief manner. 

One explanation which might be vouchsafed for th8 

noticeable preponderanoe of improvemtnt among the younger 

children is the faot of their greater pla.stioit;y. Definite 

social ha.bits have not been formed, and the;y are more 

amenable to direotion and disoipline. In other words, these 

children become wards at a period when they more or lees 

instinctively look for some guiding agent, and because of 



thia are better material for improving than would otherwise 

be the case if they were older. Because of their plasticit7 

they adjust to placement conditions more quickly and ade-

quately. 

Two points of interewt might be advanced·with · 

reference to the previously mantioned age intervals, 9-ll.9 

;,aare and 12-14.9 years, both of Which ab.ow a noticeable 

decrease in the number of those that improve. It is possible 

that these children have become wards at a time when certain 

social and moral habits have become fairly well fixed. Bas-

ing our judgment upon the fact that dependent chilclren 

usually come froman inferior environment, undoubtedly some 

of tbeae habits would be unacceptable in even an average en-

vironment. An effort to change them when the child is placed 

means coercion, whiOh iI1' itself is a very logical avenm 

for conditions of non-improveme~t. 

Another probable contributing condition to tba 

reason for the lower percentage of improvement among children 

of the above mentioned ages is tbe change that takes place 

in the physical and mental life of tbe child. Wt.th added 

79ara of growth, and as puberty is approached,· there are 

many alterations that take place, structural, endocrinic,. 
physiologic and others. The child becomes sex-conscious, 

individualistic and laoks conformity to moral and ethical 

codes. Griefly, this is the unstable period, and his con-

du~t is of the same kind. Discipline is irksom.. It may 



be then that much of the. reason for non-improvement in 

these ol dar groups can be t.raoed to tm aforemanti oned fac-

tors. 

Of oourse, neither of the two faotore whioh have 

been disoueeed as important in making a. prognosis on the 

dependent ohild should be taken alone. Even though a. de-

pendent might fall within one of the younger oategoriea, 

this would not necessarily mean that he had an equal chance 

for sucoess with others of the sam age group. In other 

words, the age of the indivinual cannot be separated from 

his capacity for improvement. The follewing table shows 

a oorrelat1on of the two factors that have been dieousse4 

in relation ~o the prognosis on dependent children• 
• TABLB V 

0 .A. a.1 Intelligence Quotient 
time o: 
"beoom- ' . 
ing 50- 60i- 70, 80- 90- 100, 110- 120-
ward. f i ei 7i 89 gg 101 119 129 Totals 

0-..2" 0 0 2 a 6 0 0 l 10 
•, 

3-5" 0 2 2 6 5 1 3 0 19 
. 

6-8" 2 l 6 9 5 a l 0 26 
. 

9-11" 0 2 5 12 5 l 3 0 88 

12-14" l 5 14 lS 3 3 0 0 39 

17" 0 3 2 'I 2 3 0 0 17 
Totals 3 13 31 49 25 10 'I l 139 

J 



The correlation derived from these two factors, by 

Pearson' a Product-Moment Formula is, r=-: .205 P.E. ± .05. 

Jrom these data, we oonolude that so far as being important 

as factors in pre(;ioting the improveDBnt or non-improve-

ment of dependent children when placed, both factors are 

worth mu.oh consideration because of evidence that they are 

mutually exclusive, and involve wholly different ent11ties,, 
yet both of which are germane to tbe su.ooese or failure of 

the dependent When placed. Only two of the more out standing. 

factors in.prognosis-making on dependency have been studied. 

A fn.11 consideration of all the factors is without the limits 
of the pmsent study, and necessitates a separate acco~t.* 

Bot only is the prognosis on the dependent child involved 

with factors of intelligenoa status and Ohronologioal Age, 

but it is further involved with conditions of differential 

diagnosie, length of wardship, and other points. 

However, the limited manner 1n whioh prognostic 
faotors have been discussed in tbs present atu41" is not 
malapropos. A study of the elements which oonsti'tuw 

a favorable or unfavorable prognosis is an effort to as-
certain what factors are important in predicting the human 

effic ienoy of the individual. 

• The author has 1n the process of preparation ~uet such 
a study. 
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OHAPTER VI 

G.lmEIU.L 5U11JU.RY • 

In this study we have attempted an analysis of 

data from two different agencies, one the chief function 

of whioh is the placing of dependent ohildren; the other 

peyohologioal and other forms of examination of these 

same types of children. Effort has been made to corre-

late the findings of these two agencies. 

Suoh a study has led logically to a considera-

tion of the prevalent theories regarding dependency, and 

the oauses assigned for this social phenomenon. Since 

depandenoy is, for the most part, regarded as a social 

problem, the chief wotk in asoertaining causative faotore 

aDd in evolving a theory of dependenoy, has been done by 

the sociologist. While considering the biological and 

hereditary aspeots of dependency as of some importance, 

the eooiologiet plaoea most emphasis on socio-economic 

factors, and seems to find in these tbs apotheosis of 

all that must be known in order to establish a oure-all 

and end-all for dependency. The social theories and 

oauses of depnedenoy have been reviewed in detail. 

Some of these have been oritioized, while others have 

been dismissed as being of little importance 1n ex-

plaining dependency. In our actual investigation we 
haTe analyzed the soaial factors in dependenoy, and have 



advanoad the argument that instead of being primordial 

oauses of dependency, social factors are symptoms 9f a 

more fundamental defeat that exists in the individual 

who becomes dependent. And this fundamental defect •• 

maintain to be the traa explanation of dependenoy. 

Pursuant to our effort to ascertain the actual 

oaueatic elements in dependency, we have advamed a 
tentative theory for this phenomenon based on a thorough 

ooneideration of the various correlations known to exist 

(experimentally) between human efficiency, as judged by 

various objective criteria, and the capacity of the 

individual as reckoned from divers ferms of intelligenoe 

measurements. Capacity in its varying degrees, and as 

objectified in sundry forms of human efficianoy, is 

the result of different degrees of genelil intelligence. 

The mechanism of general intelligence, we maintain,to be 

heriditable. 

Dependency, from this view-point, is a phenomenon 

the cause of which is inherent weakness in the individual. 

The capacity of those who become dependent is too low 

to aope with the exactions of complex civilized life and 

b7 eeleotion they are shunted off to be.oared for by 

society. So-called social causes may precipitate the 

inherent weakness, but cannot be used aa a basio factor 

in explaining dependency. 

The probable biological explanation of dependency 
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is retrogressive variation. By this.process the powers of 

adaptation and adjustment as lowered in the individual. 

Selection as a biologioal pro4esa does not seem to equalise 

the number of those who are average and superior, and 

those that are inferior. The number that forms the group 

from whioh dependents come procreate at a consistently 

more rapid rate than the average or superior. Seleotion 

fails to equalize tl"&se two diametrically opposite groups. 

Hence, ameliorative social work in itself will not tend 

to decrease the bigness of the problem. Both from our 

OIID. and other investigations the inferior element seems 

to preponderate in the . dependent group. So• average and 

superior cases are found, but these are few in number and 

are not dealt with elaborately in this study. The so-

called "borderli~"case, in which the role of the en~ 

vironaant might be potent enough to make for dependency, 

in oase of poor environment, or independence, in oaae of 

good environment, is not considered in our study. What 

oonstitutes borderlinity must first necessarily be estab-

lishet. J.t present this question is a. philosophical one. 

Be attempt has been made to draw an absolute 

line of 4emaroation between dependence and independence. 

We have only attempted to show that dependency is a sooial 

phenomenon that oannot be explained by social oausation. 

- To the extent that epeoifio prognostic factors have been 

studied, two have been differentiated as important in 
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the eu.ooeae or failure of the individual when placed. 

This point, however, is in need of furlher investigation. 

~inally, then, dependency is a problem the cause 

of which is not primarily social. Social causes are secon-

dary. Fundamentally, the facts which account for dependency 

are inherent ·in the individual. Any kind of prognosis on 

dependenoy, whether the group or the individual of the 

group is considered should necessarily take into account 

and be limited by the dependent's capacity for human effi-

oienoy and social strata from which dependents charaoter-

istiaally oome. More specific conclusions are drawn 

throughout our study in connection With the consideration 

af different phases of the problem. 

LillITATIONS OF THE PRESENT STUDY. 

Several problems have been indioated in other 

oonneotions in this study. Exhibit III shows the method 

used by the Division of Oharitiee for obtaining information 

on hones in which ohildren are to be placed. Undoubtedly, 

the method is in 11eed of much refinement. Whether the 

plan of the Whittier State School in grading home and 

neighborhood conditions is feasible or not, only research 

work will show. The pla.n of the Division of Charities 

for ascertaining the fitness or unfitness of a prospective 

environment is wholly empirical and affected strongly by 

the personal equation. Undoubtedly some more adequate 



lD9 thod shou1d be found for rating, by roo ans of obja otivs 

criteria, the poor, average and superior environments. 

Methods of follow-up on individual cases of 
_.. 
placement 

are also inadequate. The questionnaire method used in 

our investigation, while having some advantages, is aleo 

subject to the fault oommon to suoh· a method, viz., the 

personal equation. By a more refined roothod of follow-

up, e.&.peoially in the matter of rating degrees of improve-

ment in placed oases, statistical results would be more 

reliable. Such an improved method would be of value not 

only to the field-worker in judging the status of cases 

in his oharge, but to the psychologist aa well in making 

predictions for auooess or failure of th.3 child to be 

pl aced. 

Muoh of the information obtained has not been 

treated because of the neoeseity of limiting ~he present 

stUdy. As has already been intimated, the problem of 

dependency will lend itself to further investigation; 

especially on factors concerned in the prognosis. 
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DEPARTMENT OF PSYCHOLOGY 
The Ohio State University 

llXHI:BIT I. 

DATA FROK THE BUREAU OF JUVENILE BBSIWlCK 

l. Name ••• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • ••• Oaae No ••• • • • • • • • • 

2. a.A.at the time of examination••• • • • • .C.A. at this time ••• • ••••• 

M.A •••• • • • • • ••Diagnosis:_Level. • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • Function• • ••••• 

4, Points of psychopath.¥ l 2 3 4 6 6 7 8 10 

Reason for examination•••••• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • ! • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

6. Raaations during examination .•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

7. Re oo.mmendat ions•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

8 • Progno sia . •...••...••••••••.•••••••••••••••• • • ••• • ••..• • •. • . • • • • • 

9. History:-



DEPARTMENT OF PSYCHOLOGY 
!ha Ohio Stat• tr:niversit7 

EXHIBIT II 

DATA FROK THE DIVISION Oll' CHARITIES 

l. .l'amtt ................................ • ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

2.Time of becoming ward••••••• •.••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

I.EBVIRC>lfllmlff 

1.( ) Country bred ( ) City bred ( )Both 

2. Type of home. ( Oba~ term or terms whioh apply.) 

( ) Rural ( ) Sluna 
( ) Sparselv settled ( ) Temmeni 
(' ) Crowded"' ( ) Apartment
( ) Factory ( ) Residenol 

3. Boonomio Status of Family ( Oheok: term which applies.) 

[ ) Pauper ( ) Olerioal work 
Unskilled laborer ( ) IIDoutivef l Skilled laborer ( ) Well-to-do 

( ) Small business ma.n ( ) Rioh 
( ) Large business man 

,. Size of fami.17 including parents. (Oheok number.) 

( ) S ( ) 4 ( ) 5 ( ) 6 ( ) 7 ( ) 8 ( ) ( ( )10 

6. Is home broken? ( Oheelc term or terms which apply.) 

( ) Jlathe r dla4 ( ) Mother dead ( ) Both parents dead 
( ) Divorce ( ) Separation ( ) Immorality 

II CHARACTER AND BERAVIOR 

1. Is child a ward because of: (Check term 'Vtl.ich applies.) 

( ) Parental negle•t ( ) Broken h01111 
( ) Inability to adjust ( ) Illegitimacy 

2. Row times has ohil6 been plaaed? ( Oheolc number o-r tias.) 

( ) l ( ) 2 ( )S ( )4 ( ) 6 ( ) 6 ( ) 7 ( )8 ( )9 ( )10 

3. What have been the average intervals of plaoing?( Cbaok number whieh 
applies.) 

( )lm.o. ( )2mo. ( )3 mo. ( )4 mo. ( )5 mo ( )6 mo. 
( ) 'Imo • ( ) Smo. ( ) 9 mo • ( •10 mo • ( )11 mo. ( 1>12 mo • 

Bote: If average intervals of plaoing are greater or less than these 
noted write number on the following lin••••••••••·••·······••• 



4.Bature of offenses which led to replaoement.(Ohaok term or terms whioh 
applr•) - _ 

) Theft ( )Sex ( )Inoorrigible ( ):Miscellaneous •••••••• •••• 
B0T.1--Do not oover points of number 4 in number 6. 

6.How lont did ohilAL remain plaoed each interval?(0heak number whioh 
applies in eaoh interval.) . 
lat -Interval ( ) 1 mo. ( ) 2 mo. ( ) 3 mo. ( ) 4 mo. ( ) 5 mo. ( ) 6 mo 

( ) 7 mo • ( ) 8 mo. ( ) 9 mol ( )10 mo • ( )11 mo • ( )12 mo 

2nd Interval ( ) l mo. ( ) 2 mo. ( ) 3 mo. ( ) 4 mo. ( ) 5 mo. ( ) 6 mo 
( ) '7 mo • ( ) 8 mo • ( ) 9 mo • ( )10 mo. ( )11 mo • ( )12 mo 

3rd Interva1 (( )) 1 mo. ( ) 2 mo- ( ) 3 mo. ( ) 4 mo. ( J 6 mo. ( ) 6 mo 
I mo. ( ) 8 mo. ( -L 9 Dio • ( ) 10 mo. ( 11 mo. ( )12 mo 

4th Interval ( ) l mo. ( ) 2 mo. ( ) 3 mo. ( ) 4 mo. ( ) 5 mo. ( ) 6 mo 
( ) '7 mo. ( ) 8 mo. ( . ) 9 mo. ( )10 111.0. ( ) 11 mo. ( )12 mo 

5th Interval ( ) l mo. ( ) 2 mo. ( )) 3 mo. ( ) 4 mo. ( ) 5 mo. ( ) 6 mo 
( ) '7 mo. ( ) 8 mo • ( 9 mo • ( ) 10 _mo. ( )11 mo. ( )12 mo 

6th Interval ._.( ) l mo. ( ) 2 mo. ( ) 3 mo. ( ) 4 mo. -( ) 5 mo. ( ) 6 mo 
( ) '7 mo • ( ) 8 mo • ( ) 9 mo • ( )10 mo • ( )11 mo • ( )12 mo 

'7th Interval ( ) 1 mo. ( ) 2 mo. ( ) 3 mo. ( ) 4 mo. ( ) 5 mo. ( ) 6 mo 
( ) '7 -mo • ( ) 8 mo • ( - ) 9 mo • ( )10 mo • ( )11 111.0 • ( ) 12 mo 

8th Interval ( ) 1 mo-. ( ) 2 mo. ( ) 3 mo. ( ) 4 mo. ( ) 5 mo. ( J 6 mo 
( ) '7 mo. ( _) 8 mo • ( ) 9 mo • ( )10 mo • ( )11 mo. ( 12 mo 

_.. 
6. Do you asoribe the ohild~s maladjustment to fault of home, ahild, or 

school? (Oheok term whiah applies.) 
-

( ) Homa ( ) Child ( ) 5ohool 

'7. Is ·the ohild-the.type that you would advise to be adopted? (Ohaolt-
the term Whioh applies.) 

( ) BeV ( ) Yes 

a. What is known of the school history of the ohilcl,? ( 0haok term whioh 
applies.) 

( ) Retarded ( ) Bright but truant 
( ) Truant ( Bright and interested 
( ) Regular attendance but dull ( ) Retarded and tru.ani 
( ) Seemingl.7 bright but not interested 



9. Has child tended to improve ur1der placement? 

( ) NO ( ) Yes 

10.Ii! improved under placement, do you think ere, it is dua tha homa or the 
child? (Oheak tarm which applies.) 

( ) Homa ( ) Child 

11.If employed, how does child reaot? tCheok tarm which applies.) 

A.( ) Works regularly
B.( ) Works irre.i3ularly
C.( ) Changes employment often 
D.( ) Keeps employment for long period 
E.( ) Works regularly and is employed for long period 
F. ( ) Works regularly but changes employment af ten 
G.( ) Works irregularly but is employed for long period 
H;_ ( ) 'Norks irregularly and changes employment often 

12. In case ohild is aaladjusted in employnent, i.e., with referena• to
foints, B,0,F,G, a.n_d H in number 11, if fault usually due to : 

Check term which applies.) 

{ ) Child ( ) Employer 

13. Characterize reactions of child under supervision. (Cheok term or terms 
whi oh apply. } 

( ) Co-operative ( ) Non-cooperative 
( ) Energetia ( } Lazy 
( ) Self-reliant ( ) Self-depreciative 
( ) Mo a.st ( ) Concei bid 
( ) Sociable ( ) Non-sociable 
(' ) feaceable ( ) QuarrelsoIIMt 
( ) Resentful ( ) Forgiving 
( ) 14ake a friends easily ( ) Doe a not make friends easily 
( ) Gregarious ( ) Seclusive 
( ) Honest Dishonest 
( ) Adapts quickly i ! Does not adapt quickly 
( ) Trusting ( ) Suspicious 

14.Reaction of child to criticism, correction, reprimand, rebuke, or pun-
ishment. 

I ) Improvement ( ) D0terioration 

15. Brief statement of general facts of heredity and environment not cov-
ered in this questionnaire. 
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I 

BXHIBI! III 
' llitrishm of CltlJarities-llepartment of IJubli~ BelfanJ 

Oak and Ninth Streets, Columbus, Ohio 

Report oli Proposed Foster Home 
_Name of applicant.-····························(s:.i;;;;;;;i·············------..(H~sband'a Firat) (Wife'• Firat and Maiden) 

l.ocatlon. ·····-·······------ ---,,-----·-··--···-··-·-1street and Number or R. F. D.) (City or Village) (County) 

J.i'u)l directions for reaching home=--- -------- -------·..··----··----··------·-·-
----------···-·····..····-~-----

Catholic FrttBo,- White.Application for: Age Pa-oteatant WageGfri Colonel Jawi•h Aclopdn 

THE FAMILY 
-============:::::::;===;=======;===========:;===========

Name• of MelllNn of Birthplace Occupation and w...IAp National-,. GI' RaceFamily at Acldnlaa Statecl City aad Stata School and Grade 

H--4 -·-············------···--- ···--····· ................................._.............................·----·········..···••1---- -----·-····-·--
Wife (maiden) ·····----···-···-··········· ............ ···------ ,-------·••---..-·-·-·---
Chllclren: .1 ..........•...... ..;.•--········••·••··-··················------1----·················-···---····-··········-------
2. ---- ----1••··-··-··········------ 1------····--··--····-··-·······-
3 ···--····-··--·····························-------,•...•••.••.. ··------············ ·---- •I----···········--·-·---··--·---
4 

Other Members of Ho11seholcl: Ap Health I Sex Relatlonelaip Occupation NatlonalltJ' 
•~. •._·,___Re_l_•_tl_v•_•_•_Boa_nlera. H_lnd HIIIP___ ______-,..__+--------;-----1----------+---------+--or-Ra_M__ 

------··---- ................_·-···-·····- ··-·--········-······-··-1·-··-··--· ··-···-·····-············---- ... :::::~::::: :::··------·-·:::::·-··················::~::-----············--·-···-·····--·····-··--·-- ··-·-··::::::=:= 
;afiel history of family: Date of marrlage. ... - ...···-----..······.Place of marriage. ......... ·-·-··········-····-·····----···-········ ..-·----

.i.,a,th of reaidence ................ ·----···-·--··-···..·----··---·············-····-··············------·····-···-........................-----
NiJIDber of children by this marriage ...................... Facts concerning those not at home .................................. ·----········...... , ____ 

- . -~···-··········------ ----··-····-·········--····-·····----
Other marriages, divorces, etc ................ ----··························-··············-····-········-·············· ... - ................... ----.....................__._.................... -

,, 

Standing of family in community ......................................... •-··························· ......................................................................................................................... .. 

Facts concerning foster children who have been in this home.·--····-·-··-·-·-··-······· 



THE HUSBAND THE WIFE 

 of phyelcal defect or   (habits: drink, tobacco, profanlty)tDelalla of denct or  drink, teba-. ,.._tty): 

Education, intelligence, mental defect, natural refinement, personal appearance:/ E,jlucatlon, intelligence, mental defect, natural refinement, personal appear-ce: 

I 
I 
I; 

Personality, temperament, moral character, disposition: Personality, temperament, moral character, disposition: 

)__________________________________________________________________________ 
/Member of what church, diatance from home, attend recularly, tab any 
I active part: 

\vhere employed, how long, Industrious,  pay  promptly, entire 
' Income available for family: 

Member of what church, clietance from home, attend resu)arly, tab any 
active part: 

Employment outaide of home--speclal work in home-at home moat of time: 

·Social life and fraternal connections: Social life and fraternal connections: 

" 

.. 
'. Describe the neighborhood (note any undesirable inftuences) • 



THE HOME 

.Value of home if owned .............................. ·-····· Rent... ·-···-······-··-··········· Acreage .......................................................................................................... ·-··· 

a'.ow used .. ·----················································-····---·················How much yard.................................................................................................• 

. - ·Location and value of other property...... ·------····-----······································································································································ 

,Rooms in house............................ Bath.............. ·-········· Automobile.......................... Special industry.............................................. ·-··························-· 

Live stock. ... ·-··········································································-······-···-····-····················· ....................................··············································-····················-······· 
' : . ..>escribe home and manner of care (cleanliness, order, comfort, sanitation) ............................................................................................................. . 

-

. ' 

Evidences of refinement in home (periodicals, books, mule, pictures) ____ ·----...·..···········-···············-·····-··· 

THE FOSTER CHILD 

;;- Will child be a member of the family in every respect?·----- ·------·..··•·.. -----...........................................................-......................................................-..------

!l)uties child will be expected to perform. ........ ·-···-------- _................................................................................................................................................------------·········· 
-~ 

)escribe room where child will sleep. Will child sleep alone; if not, with whom? ···············•••····•···.........................-..-..........-----

'IJpe of school child will attend; distance from home; number of months in session per year; will child be sent to high schooll____ 

Probable companions and associates ................ -··-········-···--··-···················································································-·························································-·· 

Applicant's ideas regarding discipline and -training..·-······-·····-·································································································-······-·································-· -
What seems to be the underlying motive for takiDc chllcl? Ia adoption contemplated? ····················································-···· ................... _ .......... . 



Were both and wi}e intervl"ewed and do both  child? ................ -················-··········-····················· ... ···-·--·--·------·-----

and addresses of persons interviewed and their opinion as to the desirability of placing a child in home of appHcant: -1..:)-: .•••••••-•••••••m•••••m••••••••••••••••-••••-•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••..••••..•••••••••••-•••••••••••••••••-•••••••..••••..............................................................................,_____ 

..................................... ·············•••········································•··········•························································•························............................................_.______ 
2 ...................................................................................................................................................................................................................................._._____ 

···•·•····••··············································-·········--·······················-·······..............................,..............•............-........................................................................____ 
3 ·······················••····•···········•············-················-·······················································--·············-·······-----············· ....................... _.__________ 

..................................·-··································..·········••··············••···•·•····•·••·····••·····•·············....................______......................................_............................_._ 

·--····..····························-··············-······----····························----------········---······-------··············-··-···..·····..··········-····..------
. ·····-···-···················-·-················-···-····-··········..················-···································------------··-·······························-····-····-------
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(Investigator) 

..mmary: 
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